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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY 

Docket A-267, 1959 

MAMIE E. KENNARD, et al.. 

Complainants,, 

vs. 

McKAMER REALTY COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 
I 

Before SODARO, J. 

January 27, i960 

Pursuant to adjournment, hearing in the above- 

entitled cause was resumed on Wednesday, January 27, i960, 

at 10:10 a. m. 

Appearances: 

Mrs. Juanita Jackson Mitchell 
Mr. Archie D. Williams 

Mr. Tucker R. Bearing 
Mr. W. A. C. Hughes, Jr. 
Mr. Paul J. Cockrell 
Mr. Julius P. Robinson 

Solicitors for the Complainants. 

Mr. Walter C. Mylander, Jr. 
Mr. Charles C. W. Atwater 

Solicitors for the Defendants. 
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MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, we have a stipulation 

to present to the Court in the matter of the deeds which Your 

Honor permitted us to introduce by stipulation. We have 

prepared the devolution of title of a number of them. More 

will be presented for argument. 

Just a moment, please. 

MR. MYLANDER: I think we can do that by reading 

it into the record. It would be shorter. If the Court please, 

these stipulations set out, in accordance with our understand- 

ing, the certificates and persons who claim under them, and 

they are perfectly agreeable except that I want it understood 

that by the use of the words "deeds and title" In the stipula- 

tions that we are not stipulating as to the legal effect of 

the instruments which is a matter for the Court's determina- 

tion. 

THE COURT: I understand. 
■ 

MR. MYLANDER: With that understanding, Mrs. 

Mitchell, I will be glad to sign these other stipulations 

or have them read into the record, whichever you please. 

Sign them and file them I suggest. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, I wish to offer into 
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evidence at this time two stipulations. Plaintiffs' Exhibits 

27 and 28, which are descriptions of deeds and of the title 

to those deeds of the plaintiffs and petitioners in this 

proceeding. 

(Documents referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibits 27 and 28.) 

MR. MYLANDER: We understand Mrs. Mitchell is 

going to have these photostated and substituted for the 

originals. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Yes, I will do that on all of 

these. 

MR. COCKRELL: Your Honor, counsel for plaintiffs 

have drafted a petition for leave to amend the Bill of 

Complaint. The petition is self-explanatory. I will pass 

| a copy up to the Court. 

Briefly, this petition refers to the new parties 

! defendant that we are requesting to be brought in based on 

new evidence obtained since these proceedings began; the 

11 evidence particularly of the partnership. 

(Papers handed to the Court.) 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, we have no 
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objection to Mr. Mercaldo, Mr. Kaufman and Mr. McAllister 

being made parties as a partnership provided the answer in 

the previous cases be deemed as their answer, so that the 

proceedings are not delayed. We do, however, strenuously 

object to the naming of Anderson Enterprises Inc., as a 

defendant. There are two reasons for the objection. Firstly, 

there is no evidence, and it is the fact that Anderson 

Enterprises, Inc. has no interest in this case and claim no 

interest, and at this late date the substitution of additional 

parties which may delay the termination of these proceedings 

is objectionable. 

THE COURT: What is the purpose of bringing in 

the Anderson Enterprises as an additional defendant? 

MR. COCKRELL: Mr. Edward A. Anderson, I understand 

was a member of that corporation. Also, as I understand it, 

Anderson was an original party to the proceedings, the 

proceedings we are attempting to set aside. 

MR. MYLANDER: There is no evidence or indication 

in the whole record that Anderson Enterprises has any interest 

or that Mr. Anderson has any interest in the defendant 

corporations. It is true that he was a party — that it was 
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a defendant in the original proceedingj but there is no 

current interest. 

66? 

MR. COCKRELL: To the extent of whatever interest j 

we have. 

: 
THE COURT: Let me understand. There is no objec- i 

tion to having the partnership of Mr. Kaufman, Mr. Mercaldo 

and Mr. McAllister made party defendants. 
i 

MR. MYLANDER: That's right. 

i 
THE COURT: Providing the answers which you have 

filed for the other defendants apply to them now as a partner-' 

ship defendant. 

MR. MYLANDER: Right. 

THE COURT: You are objecting, however, to the 

Anderson Enterprises Corporation and Mr. Edward A. Anderson, 
i 

Resident Agent, being named as defendants. 

MR. MYLANDER: That's right. 

THE COURT: How can I permit a defendant, Mr. 

Anderson, coming in as a defendant? He is not here, he is 

not represented by counsel. The attorneys for the present 

defendants do not represent Mr. Anderson. To make Mr. Ander- 

son and the Anderson Enterprises defendants in these pro- 
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ceedings at this late date, without an opportunity for Mr. 

Anderson to secure counsel, to file an answer, seems to me 

to be unreasonable. 

MR. COCKRELL: As I understand it. Your Honor -- 

THE COURT: Particularly in the light of the 

testimony that the Anderson Enterprises and Mr. Anderson, 

was merely a figurehead although he was appointed Trustee, 

isn't that correct? 

MR. MYLANDER: I understand so. 

THE COURT: I cannot just bring in defendants 

in the middle of a trial, when the defendant whom you want 

to be made party to the proceedings is not here, is not 

' - 1 

j represented by counsel, there is no opportunity to defend 
; ; j' ■, ' .. .. 

himself or file an answer. 

' '; ' ' 
MR. COCKRELL: Your Honor, as I understand it, 

; Mr. Mercaldo and Mr. McAllister were counsel for Mr. Anderson. 

THE COURT: That is true two years ago but not 

I today. 

MR. MYLANDER: That was for Mr. Anderson, Trustee, 

j not for Anderson Enterprises. 

MR. COCKRELL: Well, could he be brought in as 



■- *14 

8dd -'v. V''^ 

.iM' ipt a&- Puoiidiw .;%$$$ 'si;sX B.iiU a^alfc-sao 

"'K' oj a«:f*9a 'tTQwshs rt£ all.1 od ,Xaamxob' s'i-jobs noart'ei3nA: ■’ 
. ■ v:".. . . ' ■ ■ ■: .: . .7 ' ■ ■ .?'• . 

. af.cisaoaf/S’sny W. 6^ : 

— ‘lonoH 'XiJo¥..3':x ba^art^hnu •X aA tJY.a©’.000 ,HM : , , 
. AA- ■A.af:' 

9;f:> 1o sX3.nl xJjisliiolS'itfl' :Tfitfeo SHT '.a 

fiioai9feaA .'ll D.a,3' {^a^obfiil tni$ AsdA ^noroict&sA ' 

■/ • ; . ■■ ,..r;.A; i-;: 
bpfrti-oqqjs asw sci ^.wor^Ie - ■ £■ -kl&tm s&vi 

'? cro s'iico ' z&HV 3 ’ f>.i3 i 

7 ? ■ .os bi*J5'$@*t&b£uf X. :H3ll0XLt!'i 4H!*2-.' 

aAcv^cn-v] ni gnlfxd j&ul cto.cm.so I . :THUQC) 3HT 

wrfsw u >v ri'onw A:aiii':a9‘3t9b ©dcr asdw . iBlict b lo sltfoi'm arftf n.r A 

' ; 'L:- "'"a;';’ Kaa A";r':;s:f '■ :'A' '■ .".':,.A' 
30x1 ci Aofi.ax agn.UniesKv'xq aai pA -gtisq; .sbBm ..©p .o'^- 

-oit qjixmAliC'qqo da a.r pisrld -Xaaraido vd .dsjheB^qs's A 
. ■• ' \\ :>,: ••'. -. •• xAi . .d;r _ A' '• -A . i 

iiawsas ;xb ©lil' *xo Yfaenilil 

.A.. ■- :■ ■- : " ' .. , ■ ..-7''a:'-'' 
vciAf. bapd-sieftm/ I ke ^ortoH- *tuoT : JASLYDOO .HM 

naa^sbitA .YM ‘lol XaBnwoo B*tsw :.PM /xib qM^.o^sH ..‘il-i 

Aoa Abo .ensBX owl evil et S&ciT : AHUOO aK*? 
■>A, 

.saAcATl AAaa^&nnA .•xM-'ioi sew ^BCi^ : ASGi-[A,.LYH .ffiA 

.VB&Ov-A f.R.;; 
AA v ;;'7;--77 - ii ■'"■ 

^jil 

. &vslvqristx3, ao8*$!MA::-tx6i' ■ 

be n> Itiguo'xc sA sri b'X.voc. ..HeW ; ,IJ5l5tgpOO .fTAA ’-''A . 



Trustee ? 

THE COURT: Then shouldn't he be here to defend 

himself? He ought to be represented by counsel. And 

actually in the long run it does not make any difference, in 

any event. 

MR. COCKRELL: Your Honor, if they would consent 

to them being brought in as partners with the exception of 

Mr. Anderson, could we get leave of Court to amend the 

petition, to redraft and exclude Mr. Anderson? 

THE COURT: Wouldn't this petition suffice if I 

grant the motion? If I grant your motion to have Mercaldo, 

Kaufman and McAllister made party defendants as partners 

and deny your motion with respect to Anderson Enterprises 

Incorporated and Mr. Edward A. Anderson made defendants? 

MR. COCKRELL: Yes. One other thing. This has 

to do with an error made in the typing of the name of Harold 

J. Kaufman when it should have been John G. Kaufman. 

THE COURT: Well, we can make that change. 

MR. COCKRELL: The name John G. Kaufman will be 

substituted for Harold J. Kaufman. 

THE COURT: Very well. 
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Thereupon  

AMBROSE T. HARTMAN, 

a witness heretofore produced, sworn and examined, being 

recalled on behalf of the plaintiffs, was examined and 

testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mrs. Mitchell: 

Q Mr. Hartman, what is your position? 

A Deputy City Solicitor, City of Baltimore. 

Q Are you here in response to a subpoena duces tecum 

to the City Solicitor of Baltimore City? 

A Yes, ma’am. 

Q To bring with you certain records pertaining to 

Laurel Cemetery? 

A Yes, ma'am. 

Q Do you have those records with you? 

A All I have are records in addition to those which 

were in response to the subpoena. If you recall, yesterday 

you came to the phone and talked to Mr. Winter and myself 

and asked for a certain specific file, which after spending 

j| a couple hours searching, we did find. This file here, bearin S 
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the office number 96816., and it has to do with the widening 

of Belair Road by the City which happened I believe back in 

1911. At that time the Federal Government claimed that it 

owned part of Laurel Cemetery. The City had to acquire that 

for widening. 

After many years, the Federal Government claim 

was finally settled in 1957, which was settled after the 

City Solicitor's office had determined that the Federal 

Government actually owned a fee simple interest in that 

portion of Laurel Cemetery which it claimed, and on that 

basis the City had to pay the Federal Government. 

MR. MYLANDER: Is Mr. Hartman reading from an 

office memorandum? 

THE WITNESS: No. Maybe I was out of turn. I was 

just going over the file and giving a summary of it. 

MRS. MITCHELL: That is all. I will ask the 

Stenographer to mark these for identification. 

THE WITNESS: May I say this. Your Honor? I don't 

think it would be proper to have any of the correspondence 

given out of this file. I will go to the trouble of having 

them reproduced. But, after all, it is a. law office and these 
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MRS. MITCHELL: We agree to that. Mr. Hartman 

has agreed to make copies available to us. but we would like 

to have these identified. 

MR. ATWATER: May we see them? 

(Documents referred to identified as Plaintiff's 

Exhibits A, B and C for identification,and handed to counsel 

for defendants.) 

i 
MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, the apparent 

intent in offering these is to show the status of the title. 

Now I have no objection to offering these if the deed itself 

that is referred to in the City Solicitor's letter of June 

16, 1957:, is also offered, so that the Court can pass upon 

the construction of it. But I do object to secondary 

evidence of title, which Isn't the best evidence of title. 

THE COURT: Do you have the deed, Mr.Hartman? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. I am looking for it. Judge. 

MR. MYLANDER: This is the deed to the Government 

to indicate that the Government had fee simple title. 

THE WITNESS: Here is a deed quit claiming the 

Government's deed to the City of Baltimore. 
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MR. MYLANDER: No, I am talking about the deed in 

Laurel Cemetery to the United States Government. 

THE WITNESS: No, it isn't in the file. 

MR. MYLANDER: That can be offered from the Land 

Records by having the book brought down, as far as I am 

concerned. 

THE WITNESS: I might say this in all fairness. 

i . .. ■ . ' 
| My summary of this file, of course, was only intended to be 

that the City Solicitor's office did an investigation and it 

I ' ' ' ' ' ■ 
, was the opinion of the person who searched the title that 

the Government had a fee simple interest. 

THE COURT: Before we go on, Mr. Mylander suggests 

that the deed In question be produced in Court, either the 

original deed or from the Land Records to come in as an 

exhibit. 

MR. MYLANDER: I refer to the deed of 1 June 1876, 

from the Laurel Cemetery to the United States of America. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, is it proper to request 
. 

the Court to have the Land Records brought down? 

THE COURT: I don't think we would have any diffi- 

culty. 
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MR. ROBINSON: I think., if you will excuse me. 

that the suggestion made here is sort of in the reverse. I 

don't think it is a question of what the Government sold. I 

think it is a question of what the Government intended and 

I on the basis of that payment was made. Suppose there would 
. -■ 

be a defective deed from the Government^ it still would not 

destroy the opinion of the City Solicitor's office that it 

was fee simple and based upon that, they made the settlement. 

THE COURT: I know, but even the City Solicitor's 
' 

office can be overruled by the Court, just like the Court of I 

Appeals. So I still think vie ought to have the deed. You 

say that was in 1879? 

MR. MYLANDER: l8?6. 

MRS, MITCHELL: Your Honor, it appears by the 

|j correspondence that Mr. McAllister prepared the report which 

was presented by Mr. Riccuiti to the Board of Estimates, In 

fact, the letter that is addressed to the District Engineer, 

which is one of our exhibits, was written by Mr. McAllister 

himself. It may be that Mr. McAllister can give us some 

! help on this by telling us where that deed may be found. 

I ' ‘ 
THE COURT: Well, it has to be on record. That 
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would be the very best evidence I suppose. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Do we have anything further on 

this? Can Mr. McAllister tell us where that deed of June 1st 

unfortunately. Your Honor, I have just seen these records 

and I haven't had a chance to examine them, 

THE COURT: I understand. 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, that being in 

the same form as the certificates of the plaintiffs, we think 

it is not admissible as indicating an intention or interpre- 

tation by the defendant. 

THE WITNESS: This may help. In referring to 

what is being conveyed, this deed from the Government to the 

City states it is the same land conveyed by Laurel Cemetery 

Company to United States of America dated June 1, 1876, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore City in Liber 

GR No. 769, Folio 127. 

THE COURT: Well, we can bring that liber down. 

Do you have the reference of the deed from the United States 

to the City? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: You might as well bring that one down. 
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too. 

THE WITNESS: This is reported in Liber J.F.C, No. 

192, Folio 1. 

THE COURT: We might as well bring that one down. 

THE WITNESS: The deed is dated August 12, 1957. 

MRS. MITCHELL: In the meantimej while we are 

waiting for those deeds, I would like to examine the second 

file and get some exhibits marked for identification, if I 

may. 

THE WITNESS: May I ask whether I will have all 

of these papers returned to me? 

Q Mr. Hartman, you also have another file with you, 

do you not? 

A Yes. That is File No. 66704, and it is entitled 

"Request of the Belalr Road Improvement Association for the 

Improvement of Laurel Cemetery." I also have 85512 which 

was used In my previous testimony. 

Q Now, Mr. Hartman, I show you records taken from 

File No. 66704 and these records were made during the ordinary 

course of business In your office. 

A I assume that they were. I called for all the 
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files in connection with this Laurel Cemetery and the woman 

who has charge of the files and, of course, is under me, 

turned the file over to me. I can't say I have any personal 

knowledge as to whether these papers were made in the ordinary 

course of business. 

i 

THE COURT: Well, where do we go from here? 

MRS. MITCHELL: I’m sorry. Your Honor, but they 

were not produced in time for us to examine this morning. 

Q Mr. Hartman, I show you this paper purporting to 

be letter from the Relair Road Improvement Association, under 

date of September 2, 1937* Will you tell us what that is? 

A It is a letter which came out of the City Solicitor 

file 66704, which is on the stationery of the Belair Road 

Improvement Association, addressed to a Mr. D. P. Crozier, 

Chief Engineer, and Mr. R. E. Lee Marshall, City Solicitor, 

and it is signed by a Mr. D. C. Foote as president of the 

Association, with copies to Honorable Howard W. Jackson. 

Q What is the purport of the letter? 

s 

MR. MYLANDER: I object on the ground that isn't 

the proper way to prove the letter; and secondly, I cannot see 

any possible relevancy. 
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THE COURT: I have not seen it. It is a letter 

about 23 years old. Can you demonstrate the relevancy of it, 
. . j 

Mrs. Mitchell? 

MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, the purpose here is 

to prove, we think it is material in line with our contention, 

that there were certain facts peculiarly within the knowledge 

capacities, all members of the City Solicitor's staff, which 

show that the condition of Laurel Cemetery had been from 

time to time determined by the Health Department and proper 

| City authorities, as not constituting a health menace in 

i Baltimore City, with recommendations that the proper City 
■ 

Department take action to abate a nuisance. That is what 

■ ■ 
we propose to prove. 

THE COURT: This is a letter by the Belair Road 

Improvement Association in 1937 to Mr. Crozier and City 

Solicitor, I suppose, concerning some complaints in connection 

with the Laurel Cemetery? 

MRS. MITCHELL: Yes, I believe Mr. Motry from the 

Health Department, in reviewing his files referred to certain 

correspondence with Mr. Crozier and with Mr. R. E. Lee Marshal 1. 
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THE COURT: I will admit it subject to exception 

also. Have it marked. Have you seen the letter? 

MR. MYLANDER: I have not seen it,but I object 

also to proving it.by having Mr. Hartman interpret it. If 

it comes in, I would like the letter itself to come in. 

THE COURT: Yes, I understand. Have them marked. 

They are all being received in evidence subject to exception. 

(Letters referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs’ Exhibits 29 and 30.) 

MRS. MITCHELL: I then wish to offer these letters 

in evidence. 

THE COURT: One has been marked Exhibit 29, which 

is a letter by the City Solicitor and Chief Engineer to the 

Board of Estimates, and Exhibit 30 is the letter addressed 

to the Chief Engineer and the City Solicitor by the Belair 

Road Improvement Association. Both have been marked. 

THE WITNESS: Is it agreeable to everyone that 

| I have copies of these made and have the copies substituted? 

MR. ATWATER: It is agreeable to us. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Mr. Mylander asked for the produc- 

tion of the original deeds. I wish then to offer into 
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|| evidence — Mr. Hartman, these records were made during the 

|i ordinary course of business. 

MR. MYLANDER: We don’t question the authenticity 

of these, Mrs. Mitchell. 

Q Just to be sure, Mr. Hartman. 

A Yes, they came from one of our files. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I would like to offer them into 

evidence as Plaintiffs' Exhibits 31, 32 and 33. 

No. 31 is addressed to the City Solicitor under 

date of November 9, 1956, to the attention of Mr. Lloyd G. 

McAllister, Assistant City Solicitor, signed by Jack C. 

Burdette, Chief of the Real Estate Division of the Corps of 

Engineers of the U. S. Army. 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit No. 32, under date June 18, 

1957, on the stationery of the City Solicitor's office, 

marked "Copy to the Honorable President and Members of the 

Board of Estimates, City Hall, Baltimore 2, Maryland," signed 

by Hugo A. Riccuiti, Acting City Solicitor, and Lloyd G. 

McAllister, Assistant City Solicitor. 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit No. 33, is memorandum of 

settlement with the United States Government for the strip of 
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land 260 feet frontage, which had 16 feet taken from It for 

the widening of Belair Road to 80 feet wide in 1911, signed 

by Lloyd G, McAllister, Clement R. Mercaldo, Assistant City 

Solicitors. 

MR, MYLANDER: Those were the ones to which we 

interposed objection and I understand Your Honor has taken 

our objection under consideration. 

THE COURT: What is the date of the memorandum 

of settlement? 

MRS. MITCHELL: There is no date. Your Honor. 

MR. MYLANDER: I understand we have an exception 

bo the ruling as to Exhibits 31^ 32, and 333 Your Honor having 

admitted them subject to exception? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Now, Mr, Mylander, I believe you 

have a copy of this letter which Mr. Hartman photostated. 

Q Mr. Hartman, I show you a paper purporting to be 

a copy of a letter made on the stationery of the City Solicit© 

office, marked copy, under date of April 5, 1950, addressed 

to Mr. Richard L, Steiner, Director of the Baltimore Re- 

development Commission, 407-A Municipal Office Building, 
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Baltimore 2, Maryland, signed by Mr. Thomas G. Biddison, City 

Solicitor, and Lloyd G. McAllister, Assistant City Solicitor. 

A That came from the City Solicitor's file No. 85512. 

Q This paper was also made during the ordinary course 

of business of your office? 

A I assume so. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I would like to offer this as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 3^-. 

MR. ATWATER: Same objection. 

THE COURT: Same ruling. 

(Letter referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 34.) 

MRS. MITCHELL: I wish to have it agreed to by 

counsel for the defendants that photostatic copies of these 

exhibits — 

THE COURT: They have already agreed to that. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I just want the record to show that 

they will be made by Mr. Hartman from the file. 

MR. MYLANDER: Let the record show there is a 

private conversation going on between counsel and the witness 

on the stand. 
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THE WITNESS: I think you will find at one time 

the City Solicitor's office was at one time of the opinion 

the Federal Government had no interest in the property and 

later there was a reconsideration and they changed their mind. 

Q And they later changed their mind in order to 

justify settlement? 

A That's correct. 

MR. ROBINSON: He does not know anything about 

why they changed their opinion, 

THE COURT: Any other questions? 

MR. MYLANDER: No other questions. I reserve the 

right to go over the file. 

MR. ROBINSON: In order to preserve this record, 

I object to the form of the question, the final words of his 

question, "In order to justify settlement." 

THE COURT: Overruled, the objection is overruled. 

MR. ROBINSON: I note an exception. 

(Testimony of the witness concluded.) 

TIi ere upon  

WILLIAM CONNOR, 
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was called to the stand and not being sworn., testified as 

follows: 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, we will 

stipulate they may copy into the record without interrupting 

the proceedings at this time, the Land Record. 

MR. HUGHES: I think perhaps we should identify 

officially for the record the folio and the liber number. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mr. Hughes: 

Q Sir, your name? 

A William Connor. 

Q You are the official custodian of the Land Records 

of Baltimore City? 

A I am one of the deputies, yes, sir. 

0 Do you have in your possession Liber GR No. 769? 

A Yes. 

Q That is one of the official Land Records of 

Baltimore City? 

THE COURT: Folio 127. 

Q For the record, will you state what that purports 

to be ? 
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A Laurel Cemetery Company deed to United States of 

America. 

Q And the date ? 

THE COURT: I think Mr. Mylander's suggestion is 

well taken to have the Stenographer copy it some other time. 

MR. HUGHES: May I make a stipulation for the record 

That the Land Records of Baltimore City produced in this Court 

shall be — those referred to shall be copied and be admissibl^ 

in evidence as originals? 

MR. MYLANDER: I have indicated before I stipulated 

that these are admitted in evidence and should be copied into 

the record by the Stenographer. 

MR. ATWATER: If they are admissible at all. 

MR. HUGHES: If they are admissible at all. 

Note the following deed was copied by the Official 

Reporter from Liber GR No. 769^ Folio 127, of the Land Records 

of Baltimore City: 

THE LAUREL CEMETERY CO. 

Deed To 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Know All Men By These Presents that whereas The 



; cr -'.TBqAiO^ •.<l-3v isrx-jBJ. 

. bo.'BioirA 

s.t no ! it80^:8 &!'X9oo:ni\;M ,o:M I. :THlr0.0 
I-,TTf,, 

h1^q 3>r(u3 i f Yfioo' odi ov'ixri oc? rifj-jfsct lisv: 

b'loooo ed? is" no.t^£l^qi^3 o av.vn ; 8HH0TJH ■ tW4 

inuof eltV cil bsvuho'm yJ.'O • s'xofnXctlBa. lo ernooeH hriBd, lar?! 

:' ;.■ ed qr<B u:>.; '3t'0 ds. ds\r‘X3'T.crx 93 •dx -- so dlBifa 

b&OB-’J.' ■ ‘ i < ,\*f <> ,-i >S ^ ^ ’’ ’/i • -f r £?« «’ c* . I .... * ' v v. .. ... <•«/ M v. s - A-'.. *-' • .«,* '• < 

v o * -’*0 fr-fA .‘s> «’ cs*”«/-i 'a , ... ... * •. t .. ^ X^.' «v^*0 d»»V-. ..- 

: .hr' 

oriiil )';3iqoo 3.1 ftjjyods Drxfi 03.'rsf'j.v:•■ -.i.;, xedcrdhtbo :y:if, oosdd d.vht 

.3:-boc. 'oci':-.-K-r' v./;' x/xooei ecid 

Us v£ • £-lG2.«8i:f;:i;£ SIB Vydct aI : fd.Ld\f IfTb . H'K 

0 .,vV l"? 5. '..i .K. C >i3xe'Sx?viD.B ■O’xr hhd; . O'jrf r>"tT'’ ur 7.. . Ct«*4T/l, ft . t U>-. 

:. B ‘. 0 .V. ' .;) sdd ixy foo tQr':..' SBW X>S3'£> gOl '.WO-CIxC £q^ SoOM 

.■ yd 3;’o' Au ,TdJ: ol:Xod tddY - dt ^xulj -:oid 'i>d-oqfin 

■: : qcf-.rd •■‘X'.. -ij-d CjsXC lo 

.00 Yfi:irnr:sD tjsw>ki mri: 

■j':J I., v.' S'...! 

o i-rr •-, i,.t r :-cr\ r.r;, •••',' -rrv rrm xd /d. .. 'iV 0. 4. i . v, - '.>'1-0 

:.i 3""'.A.;iW ' 3\0 lid /:dr.;38 y'r ’ :■■; a ajdY 



687 

United States of Amerca have heretofore caused to be buried 

in the Laurel Cemetery ground the bodies of colored soldiers 

to the number of - or about that number, and have paid in 

full for such burials. And whereas the said United States 

is desirous of having a deed or certificate of title to the 

lots occupied by such burials in the same manner as if the 

said lots had been purchased by it, and whereas the said 

Laurel Cemetery Company is willing to accede to its wishes, 

therefore this deed or certificate is executed. 

Now, Therefore, in consideration of the premises 

and of one dollar, the said Laurel Cemetery Company do hereby 

grant, bargain, sell and convey to the said The United States 

of America, its representatives and assigns, forever. Subject 

however, to the conditions and limitations and with the 

privileges specified in the Act of the General Assembly of 

Maryland passed January Session 1852, Chapter 221, and such 

rules and regulations now in force and such other rules and 

regulations as may be adopted hereafter by the management 

of said cemetery made pursuant to said Act of Assembly, all 

those lots of land in the Laurel Cemetery laid down in the 

plan of said cemetery in the office of said company, and 
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therein designated as lots numbers 395^ 396, 397, 398, 399, 

400, 4oi, 402, 403, 4o4, 405, 4o6, 407, 4o8, 409, 4l0, 4ll, 

412, 413, 4l4, 415, 4l6, 417, 4l8, 419, 370, 371, 372, 373, 

374, 375, 376, 377, 378, 379, 38o, 381, 382, 383, 384, 385, 

386, 387, 388, 389, 390, 391, 392, 393, 394, 354, 358, 359, 

360, 361, 362, 363, 364, 365, 366, 367, 368, 369; 341, 342, 

343 and 344. All in Area 1, containing each 80 superficial 

feet. 

To Have and To Hold the hereinabove granted 

premises to the said The United States of America, its repre- 
. 

sentatives and assigns, subject however to the above condi- 

tions and limitations. And the said Laurel Cemetery Company 

do hereby covenant to and with the said The United States of 

America, its representatives and assigns, that they are law- 

fully seized of the herein granted premises in fee simple, 

that they have the right to sell and convey the same for the 

purposes in them expressed and that they will warrant and 

defend the same unto the said The United States of America, 

its representatives and assigns, forever. 

In Testimony YJhereof, the said Laurel Cemetery 

Company have caused this certificate of title to be signed 
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■ •' . - ' . ' ' - . . . =—f 

! by their presidentj John H. Emory^ and their common seal to 

be affixed hereto, this first day of June, in the year of our 

: Lord, One Thousand Eight Hundred and Seventy-Six. 

John H. Emory, President 

Laurel Cemetery Company (Seal) 

Received for Record 20/77 at 3-1/2 P. M., same day recorded. 

Q Now, sir, you have in your possession Liber 132, 

Folio 1, JFC 192, Folio 1? 

A That’s right. 

Q What does that purport to be? 

A That is a quit-claim deed dated 12th day of August 

1957, between United States of America and the Mayor and City 

Council of Baltimore. 

Note the following deed was copied by the Official 

Reporter from Liber JFC 192, Folio 1: 

QUIT-CLAIM DEED 

This Deed Made the 12th day of August 1957* between 

The United States of America, acting by and through the 

Secretary of the Army, under and pursuant to the powers and 

authority contained In Public Law 250, 75th Congress, approved 
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10 August 1937, party of the first part, and The Mayor and 

City Council of Baltimore, a Maryland municipal corporation, 

party of the second part; 

WITNESSETH: That the said party of the first part, 

for and in consideration of the sum of One Thousand Two 

Hundred and Fifty ($1250) Dollars, to it duly paid by the 

party of the second part, the receipt whereof is hereby 

acknowledged,by these presents does remise, release, and 

forever quit-claim, unto the party of the second part, its 

successors and assigns, forever, all the right, title and 

interest whatsoever, of the party of the first part in and 

to certain burial lots and portions of lots in Area 1 of 

the Laurel Cemetery, in the City of Baltimore, State of 

Maryland, lying to the northwest of the southeast building 

line of Belair Road as widened, 80 feet wide, under Ordinance 

679, of the Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, approved 

April 25j 1911j and situate within the boundaries of a parcel 

of land more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning for the same at the point formed by 

the intersection of the Southeast side of Belair Road, as 

condemned and widened, eighty feet wide, under Ordinance 679, 
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Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, approved April 25, 1911, 

and the Northeast side of Lot 370, Area 1, of the Laurel 

| Cemetery, said point being distant 285.0 feet, more or less, 

| southwest of the point formed by the intersection of the 

1 L- 
i| southeast side of said Belair Road and the southwest side of l| 
I 

j Cliftmont Avenue, 50 feet wide, and said point of beginning 

0 being also distant 244 feet, more or less, northwesterly 

1 from the easternmost corner of said Lot 370, and running 

]!' 
; thence binding on the southeast side of Belair Road south 

4l degrees 49 minutes 48 seconds, west 260.03 feet more or 

less, to intersect the southwest side of Lot 369:. Area 1 

; of said Laurel Cemetery, said point of intersection being 

distant 7.27 feet, more or less, northwesterly from the 

j. southernmost corner of said Lot 369; thence binding on 

part of the southwest side of said Lot 369; and on the south- 

west side of Lots 394 and 419., Area 1 of said cemetery, north 

47 degrees 28 minutes 10 seconds west 16.73 feet, more or less 

: to the westernmost comer of said Lot 419, thence north 42 

! degrees 31 minutes 50 seconds east 260.0 feet, more or less, 

| 
I to the northernmost corner of Lot 395, Area 1 of said 

cemetery, and thence binding on the northeast side of said 

H    _  • .     ^  
fi 
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! 

lot 395 and on part of the northeast side of said Lot 370 

south 47 degrees 28 minutes 10 seconds east 13.56 feet, more 

or less., to the place of beginning, and containing 3937.7 

square feet of land, more or less, and including within its 

boundaries all of Lots 389 through 419, major portions of 

lots 370 through 388, and minor portions of lots 364 through 

369; all as shown on plat dated December 14, 1956, numbered 

265-B-72A, attached hereto, and in all respects a part hereofJ 

The courses in the above-described description 

are all referred to the true meridian as adopted by the 

Baltimore Survey Control System. 

Being a portion of the land conveyed by the Laurel 

Cemetery Company to the United States of America by deed 

dated June 1, 1876, and recorded among the Land Records of 

Baltimore City in Liber GR No. 769, Polio 127. 

In Witness Whereof, the party of the first part 

has caused these presents to be executed in its name by 

Wilber M. Brucker, Secretary of the Army, and the Seal of 

the Department of the Army to be hereunto affixed this day 

and year first above written. 

United States of America 
Wilber M. Brucker 
Secretary of the Army 
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This deed is not subject to title 10, United States Code, 

Section 2662. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mr. Bearing: 

Q Mr. Connor, how long have you been custodian of 

the Land Records of Baltimore City? 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, I will concede 

I that Mr. Connor is the Deputy Custodian of the records, that 

these are the authentic records and they are properly 

produced and they are properly recorded. What else can he 

testify to? 

MR. BEARING: Your Honor, I have a purpose in 

asking the question. It is In reference to the custom of 

recording deeds to cemetery lots whether they are recorded 

in the Land Office or whether they are kept by the Cemetery 

Company. 

) 

ji tion. 

Q 

THE COURT: All right, go ahead and ask the ques- 

Mr. Connor, how long have you been custodian of 

the records? 
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A How long have I been employed upstairs ? 

Q That's correct. 

A About thirty-two years. 

Q Is there a custom whereby owners of cemetery lots 

record their deeds in the Land Records Office? 

(Question objected to; objection overruled.) 

THE COURT: Do you know? 

THE WITNESS: No, I don't. Your Honor. 

Q In your official duties, has your experience been 

that many people record cemetery lot deeds in the Land Record 

Office ? 

(Question objected to.) 

THE COURT: He has answered that. Haven't you? 

Can you answer it? 

THE WITNESS: No, I cannot. 

(Testimony of the witness concluded.) 

Thereupon  

ANNIE FRISBY, 

a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the plaintiffs 

having been duly sworn according to law, was examined and 
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testified as follows: 

THE BAILIFF: What is your name and where do you 

live ? 

THE WITNESS: My name Is Annie Russell Frisby. 

My present address is 3'+03 Bateman Avenue. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mrs. Mitchell: 

Q Mrs. Frisby, do you have with you deeds to lots 

in Laurel Cemetery as it was located on Belair Road? 

A Yes, I do. 

MR. MYLANDER: I thought those had all been 

stipulated to. 

THE COURT: Apparently this Is a new matter. Go 

ahead. 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Where is that lot situated in Laurel Cemetery? 

I show you this paper purporting to be deed from Laurel 

Cemetery Company to Hezekiah Russell, deed No. 756, Lot No. 

147, in Section C; under the date of April 8, 1889, in 

Baltimore City. 

A That is the deed. 
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MRS. MITCHELL: I wish to offer this in evidence 

as Plaintiffs' Exhibit 35. 

MR. MYLANDER: Same general objection. 

THE COURT: Same ruling. 

(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 35.) 

Q Mrs. Frisby, who was Hezekiah Russell? 

A Hezekiah Russell was my father. 

Q Was he buried in that lot in Laurel Cemetery? 

A He is buried in that lot. 

Q How many of your relatives are buried there? 

A My mother and my father are buried there. 

Q I show you this paper. Will you tell me what It 

is? 

A After my mother died in 1928,we had Mr. Subbot 

of 2002 Frederick Avenue, to design a monument and this 

monument was placed at Laurel Cemetery at the grave of my 

mother. My father passed in 1936 — 

MR. MYLANDER: I interpose a special objection. 

THE COURT: Overruled. All subject to exception. 

Q Was that monument placed on the grave in the 
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cemetery? 

A Yes. Our lot was right at the entrance^ there 
i • t ■ . 

was no trouble in finding it, the monument was placed on 

the grave right at the entrance of the cemetery. 
|| i 

, 
MRS. MITCHELL: I wish to offer into evidence this 

' ' . 

piece of paper, a contract for the erection of a monument 

|l under date of February 5, 1930, from C. M. Subbot, 2002 

jj Frederick Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland. 
•jp v, - •; • 

{Objected to.) 
I 

' 
THE COURT: Same ruling. She has testified to it. 

She wants to take it back with her. Objection overruled. 

Same ruling. 

j 
(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs’ Exhibit 36.) 

I ' ’ j 
Q Mrs. Frisby, did you maintain and keep up your 

lot in the cemetery? 

A We definitely did. 

(Objected to; objection overruled.) 

A (Continuing) Every Decoration Day, it was a family 

ii ■ ■ ! 
ritual and off and on during the year we would go out and 

see to it. That idea was carried on by my sister, Mrs. Keys 
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and Mr. Hamlet. The whole family would go out there and 

take care of the lot because we revered our parents. They 

were outstanding citizens of Baltimore and reared a lovely 

family,, and we thought it was our duty. 

Q When was the last time you were at the cemetery? 

A May 1957. 

Q It is your testimony you went every year and 

frequently during the year? 

A And during the year the family did. 

Q Wien did you first learn of the proceedings in 

Court regarding the sale of the cemetery? 

A Through my husband, who saw it in the paper, I 

learned it from my husband. 

Q Was that after the sale of the cemetery had been 

| made ? 

A That was along about 1958. 

Q After the sale had been made ? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you subscribe to The Daily Record? 

A We don’t. 

Q Wat papers in Baltimore City, daily papers, do 
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you read? 

A Morning and Evening Sun, the Evening News, and all 

copies of the Afro. 

Q Mrs. Frisby, if you had been notified of this sale, 

what steps would you have taken? 

(Question objected to; objection sustained.) 

Q I believe you are the mother of Mr. Russell Frisby, 

who is the Chief Domestic Relations Analyst in the Domestic 

Relations Department of the State's Attorney's Office? 

A I am very proud to say that I am, and I am also 

proud to say that he holds his job as a sacred duty, which 

makes us all very happy. 

Q You are also the aunt of Magistrate-At-Large 

George Russell, are you not? 

A I am; Brother George's son. 

MR. MYLANDER: We move her testimony be stricken. 

THE COURT: Same ruling. 

(Testimony of the witness concluded.) 

MRS. MITCHELL: There are three original lot 

purchasers in the audience of the Court who have been here all 
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day, who wanted to tell Your Honor personally,— they are 

elderly people — that they were original purchasers. One roan 

has lived at the same location for more than fifty years, he 

is living at the same place he was living at the time he 

purchased his deed, and these purchasers would like to tell 

you personally about it. But I believe we can stipulate, 

if counsel will agree to it, as to the fact that they are 

original purchasers and they are still living and they have 

their deeds with them. 

MR. MYLANDER: We object on the ground that the 

testimony is irrelevant, but the matter of bringing their 

testimony on the record, if the Court overrules the objection. 

Is not material. 

THE COURT: Very well. 'Then you have a running 

objection and I am following the regular rule of overruling 

your objection and permitting the testimony subject to 

exception. So the matter of stipulation I think is very 

simple. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Then I would like to read these 

deeds orally into the record and stipulate that these are 

original purchasers. 
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Mrs, Gladys Gorman Banks was here yesterday and 

has been at each day of the trial, she had to go to work today 

and if counsel for the defendants will agree to the intro- 

duction of this without her presence, she need not be here. 

MR. MYLANDER: Indeed we will, subject to the 

same general exception. 

THE COURT: Same ruling. Subject to exception. 

MRS. MITCHELL: We have two deeds. One Lot No. 

1959 from Laurel Cemetery Company to John E. Johnson and 

Mary E, Johnson, their heirs and assigns, two lots of ground 

Nos. 159 and 167, each 80 square feet, under date of January 

30, 1909. Another deed, duplicate deed No. 1423., to John E. 

and Mary E. Johnson, Nos. 159 and 167 in Section R of said 

cemetery, under date of December 7, 1899. 

We would like to further state that Mr. Johnson is 

8l years of age, that he resides 6o4 Brune Street, and has 

lived there fifty years. 

Next is Alberta Piel Creig, who lives 623 North 

Madeira Street. Deed No. 1975, under date of April 17, 1909 

— all of these deeds are under the seal of the cemetery. 

The deed is in the name of Alberta Piel, which was her maiden 
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name, and it is to one Lot No. 133 in Section R. That was 

her name by her first marriage. That was the name of her 

first husband, Alberta Piel, when sne bought this deed, 

firs. Piel lived at 243 South Madeira Street when she purchasec 

the deed in 1909. She lives at 623 North Madeira Street now, 

and since the time of the purchase of the deed, she has lived 

on Madeira Street. 

Now we have the deed of Mrs. Gladys Gorman Banks, 

an original purchaser also. Deed No. 3739 from the Laurel 

Cemetery Company to Gladys Gorman, one Lot No. 269 in Section 

F, under date of July 6, 1926. Miss Gorman is now Mrs. 

Gladys Gorman Banks. She lives 2752 Baker Street. 

There is just one other I see. Mr. William E. 

Phillips, who was here a few days of the trial but he is not 

here today. He is an original purchaser. 

MR. MYLANDER: We are not objecting to that exhibit 

as to our general objection. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Then I would like to read into 

the record by stipulation the deed of William E. Phillips, 

which is from the Laurel Cemetery Company, No. 2018, under 

date of December 31* 1909* one Lot No. 109 in Area R. 
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Mr. Phillips at that time lived at 1201 West Lanvale Street 

and now: resides at 1009 Providence Street. 

MR. MYLANDER: Excuse me. Mr. Phillips in 1909 

lived at 1201 West Lanvale Street? 

MRS. MITCHELL: Well, we stipulate that. 

MR. MYLANDER: That Is wrong because I was born 

at 1211 Lanvale Street on June 3, 1910, and there were no 

colored people living in that block at that time. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Then we will stipulate his present 

address. He Is an original purchaser and is still living 

and has had a number of burials in the lot; his mother, his 

wife and his son. He could not be present today. 

THE COURT: Very well. 

(Documents referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 37-A, B, C, and D.) 

Thereupon  

ROBERT WATTS, 

a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the plaintiffs 

having been duly sworn according to law, was examined and 

testified as follows: 



sl&yxi&l 'ci'esW IOSX cf'£ hs^LL siaxu 

, &0f'ioDl:vQ,T5 POjJ. iJs- a&bX&&%.:•£§■* tas 

\;POyi' n'£ .sq'lIIlcH .iM .&» psi/yxS aaH(iMA(ixK- »iIH 

; ■?Xseri;IE aX^vaa-I 1021 '<t.s ,.b9Vi:X 

..IjSr"! »d''£l.uqi:ds :m'4 »1:£0W : .lliiKDTIM 

. aioif. &.m 1 sawaosci jyto'xw a£ dsd? iHSG^iAlM ,Sr1 

' ofi .ban xOiX;l mt/l- m is&iJc, elBV'-'-iii 1X21 

. . aralcf dBdd. ■dij .}«yoX'i, cbartl ad gllvil b»iolo£' 

ynsasiq .exti .sdsliuiba lliw aw as®:1 rlTJSilDl’IM .':X!M 

■■ ^snlvll'IldOa si bfts. ^lea'Erto'isq rir si sK .asBayys 

elri ^Bridoirf sil j.do’I SrCd- al alsiaBd lo isjcsssIs; .s pbc!; a.sd £*ib 

.\;£fcod Inoss-iq., sk; don. b.lupo &M'. .aos .eld bhjs: 'at.JE^'; 

. I. i: bw : TiUJOO 3KT 

8fi. .mashl'v% at i>,@visds,x oov fos^cwis*! slae.ttiuooCl) 

■ ,Q. lad t.O \S tA~T.£‘- ^i'cfirfkat 
■'•'•■' ; •vl-' if- .•') 

--itoqna^QiiT 

tSTTAW TfiatfOsI ‘ ;■ '.• 

l.'Sft'ibSnl&lq anl lo llEdfKl rao fosodbo-xq . s?:f® LsjIlw&Z'1l6 zi&n$M \d 

uub fcsnlinsxd bsw \weX ..dl p«xMoodo .uaowo \L-jh n©sd 

' . .. ' : kv?q11o1'.sd .lai'ii^a'sb 



704 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

Q 

were also 

A 

Q 

Baltimore 

By Mrs. Mitchell: 

Mr. Watts, you are a member of the Bar and you 

formerly a Traffic Court Magistrate ? 

Yes. 

And you have been practicing law In the City of 

since when? 

| 

A 1949. 

Q There has been testimony here, previous testimony 

by Mrs. Anita Scott and by Mrs. Brooks, president and treasurer 

respectively of the Laurel Cemetery Lot Owners Association, 

that you represented them. Will you tell us what, if any- 

thing, you did with respect to their efforts in the Laurel 

Cemetery at that time ? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. 

THE COURT: Same ruling. Overruled. Subject to 

exception. 

A I think my first contact was sometime in the 

early part of 1949. When I first went there they had 

several meetings. I think the first meeting I attended was 

the meeting in Chuck Webb Center. At that time there was 
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a condemnation proceeding that the City was planning to make 

to put a recreation area, condemn the property and put a 

track there, some kind of recreation area. There were about 

200 or 300 people there at the first meeting, and there was 

a two-fold aim. A lot of them were there to see what would 

happen if the City condemned the property and a lot of others 

came there in the interest of cleaning up the property. 

I looked up the statutory law, there was little 

law I could find, and I advised them on different questions. 

I think, if I recall, I checked with the City officials and 

it ’was somewhere in the planning stage, but there was nothing 

definite. I also made contact through my connections with 

the City and with the president of the Improvement Associatior 

went to the cemetery. If I recall, we met in a doctor's 

office out on Belair Road with the president and several 

officers and myself, and our interests were the same as they 

were against the condemnation proceeding and their acquiring 

the area. They were stressing that we could go on cleaning 

up the cemetery and they would cooperate with us. While there, 

I looked around at the condition of the cemetery. Just prior 

to that I had made a perfunctory contact with Mr. Kaufman. 
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I say that because when I came into the matter several people 

had met with him, and if I recall, Mr. Daniel Murray, who 

had been the attorney in some connection, had also been to 

him. So I just made — I am not sure about this — whether 

I went to his office or talked to him on the phone. My 

recollection is that it was a phone conversation. I asked 

Mr. Kaufman what we could expect of him in the interest of 

cleaning up the cemetery, I don't remember the conversation, 

but generally he said that because of financial reasons he 

’was not in a position to invest any money in the cemetery 

and he could give us no financial assistance. 

It was at that time, at the next meeting, I think, 

we had started a fund, fund-raising campaign. I met with the 

members of the group at different times and we finally got 

a little money together and the question came up about cleaning 

up the cemetery, and I remember some tree company wanted a 

contract, they wanted to make an independent contract, and 

also we had very little funds available. We drew up an agree- 

ment in which we agreed to pay for cleaning up the cemetery. 

Other than that, I cannot recall anything else. 

Q Is this the contract you refer to? 
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A Yes, I drew that. 

MR. MYLANDSR: This is a contract for the doing 

of work in the cemetery? 

THE WITNESS: This is a contract for doing work 

in the cemetery, yes. 

THE COURT: It is certainly not necessary to 

crowd the record with that. He has already testified about 

It. If you Insist on It, I will admit it subject to exception. 

Did you get paid for all those services you rendered? 

THE WITNESS: About $50. I probably met with the 

group about twenty-five times. I do that often. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I would like to offer this in 

evidence because it contains the name of Mrs. Isabelle Powell, 

the deceased president. Reference has been made to her by 

Mrs. Jackson. 

THE COURT: Very well, I will admit it subject 

to exception. 

MRS. MITCHELL: This is contract dated February 

2, 1950, between the Laurel Cemetery Protective and Improve- 

ment Association and Brodie Powell and John Powell for 

cleaning up operations in Laurel Cemetery. It is signed by 
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Mrs. Isabelle Powell, President of the Laurel Cemetery 

Protective and Improvement Association, and Mildred, Kate 

and Robert B, Watts and John Johnson, who just introduced 

his original deed, and also the contract with Brodie Powell 

and John Powell. 

(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 38.) 

Q Did any question ever come up about duplicate 

deeds for lot owners who had lots there? 

A That was one of our big problems, a lot of people 

wanted to know how they could get deeds. If I recall, I 

think there was a man who was the caretaker, I think Mr. 

Kaufman had said he had some kind of records of them. My 

memory is hazy on that point, but it seems to me there was 

a caretaker who boasted to me he knew where every cemetery 

lot was. I think, if I am correct, there was some legal 

objection to Issuing duplicate deeds. I don't recall the 

details. I know my efforts in that direction were fruitless. 

Q Bid Mr. Kaufman ever disclose to you that he had 

any records of lot owners at that time? 

A Through this man he did, yes. Also the records 
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the caretaker had. 

Q To your knowledge, were any duplicate deeds ever 

issued to lot owners? 

A Not as I recall. 

MRS. MITCHELL: No further questions. 

THE WITNESS: I remember it was a very complicated 

legal problem. A lot of the people had had them and we could 

not find them, and it was a very complicated situation. That 

was when I got the $50, that is what I was originally 

employed to find. 

Then after the City's efforts to condemn the 

property began to fade out and it looked as if they were not 

going ahead with it, we had a big meeting out on the Belair 

Road, I think all the community were there, and I think that 

concerted effort made the City change its mind. Then we 

made efforts to clean it up, but a lot of the people had 

moved away. 

Q Are you saying then that the residents of the 

immediate area of the Laurel Cemetery preferred having the 

cemetery there to a housing project? 

A No question£bout it. But, of course, they wanted 
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it cleaned up, they got the people to put up money and they 

would help clean it up. But they were against having a 

recreation area. They were told I believe that it would be 

good for their kids and all, but they were against it. They 

were with us against the City. I remember that very definite 

MR. MYLANDER: I move that his entire testimony 

be stricken. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

(Testimony of the witness concluded.) 

Thereupon  

REVEREND BAXTER MATTHEWS, 

a witness called by counsel for the plaintiffs, having been 

duly sworn according to law, was examined and testified as 

follows: 

THE BAILIFF: Give us your name, your official 

position and your address. 

THE WITNESS: Reverend Baxter Matthews, Pastor 

of the Union Baptist Church, 1219 Druid Hill Avenue. I have 

been there since 1940, March. 
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DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mrs. Mitchell: 

Q Reverend Matthews, in your ministerial capacity 

have you had occasion to visit Laurel Cemetery and if so, for 

what purpose ? 

A For the purpose of holding a service. Prior to 

that there was someone to take care of the cemetery I may 

mention. But we would go there annually for a service, and 

in order to do that the cemetery was in good condition. I 

mean the particular grave of Doctor Harvey Johnson. 

Q. You say this particular grave of Doctor Harvey 

Johnson, and who was he? 

A He was the former minister of the Union Baptist 

Church. He was there for fifty years. 

Q Was there a monument on his grave? 

A Yes, Mount and Monument. 

Q With the date of his death inscribed thereon? 

A Yes. 

Q Did your church maintain and keep up that burial 

lot in Laurel Cemetery? 

A We did. 
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Q There has been previous testimony by Mr. Dever 

Smith. 

A That's right. 

Q Do you know him., and if so, in what capacity? 

A Chairman of our Deacon Board. 

Q He has testified he was paid by your church to 

maintain that burial lot and he did it until the bulldozers 

came ? 

A That's right. 

Q Reverend Matthews, further, as Pastor of the Church, 

which has an interest in the Laurel Cemetery through the 

grave of Doctor Harvey Johnson, did you participate in any 

way in the activities of the Laurel Cemetery Protective and 

Improvement Association ? 

A I did, I attended some meetings. 

Q It has been testified that you on one occasion 

accompanied a committee to the office of Mr. Kaufman? 

A That's correct. 

Q If you recall, do you know what happened as a 

result of that meeting as to the cleaning up of the Laurel 

Cemetery? Was there any cooperation from Mr. Kaufman? 
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A I don't recall any cooperation from Mr. Kaufman. 

Q Do you recall what., If anything, was done by any 

of the owners of Laurel Cemetery to assist the Lot owners? 

A Do I recall anything that they did? 

Q Yes. 

A No. I don't. 

MRS. MITCHELL: No further questions. 

MR. MYLANDER: No questions. I move that the entire 

testimony of this witness be stricken out. If the Court 

please, I suggest some rule of operation be established or 

we will be keeping this thing up for weeks. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Those are all the witnesses, 

Your Honor, who have an interest in the cemetery. I might 

say though that, as you can see, when Mr. Hamlet testified, 

there are a number of the lot owners who maintained their 

graves and some paid for the maintenance of their graves 

and others cleaned them up themselves regularly. 

THE COURT: I am not prepared to hear argument now. 

MRS. MITCHELL: No. This is my point. One of 

the allegations in the Bill of Complaint is that the lot 

owners had abandoned their graves and that they had not 
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maintained them, so that it is material to show the interest 

and efforts of a lot of lot owners in the maintenance and 

upkeep of their graves. Before we are finished, at this time 

if Mr. Mylander is objecting to the stringing out of the 

testimony, we will be glad to have a stipulation. 

THE COURT: He isn't objecting exactly — 

MRS. MITCHELL: For the rights of the people who 

maintained their graves. 

MR. MYLANDER: I will concede it is material to 

the issues in this case. 

THE COURT: Let us get on and take testimony. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I just wish to call the attention 

of the Court at this point to the fact that there are a 

number of lot owners whose deeds are being admitted into 

evidence by stipulation and who have maintained their graves 

MR. ATWATER: We object to this and suggest that 

is a matter of argument. 

THE COURT: All right, call your next witness. 

(Testimony of the witness concluded.) 

THE COURT: Suppose we take a short recess. 
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(After a short recess.) 

Thereupon  

lloyd g. McAllister, 

a witness called by counsel for plaintiffs, having been duly 

sworn according to law, was examined and testified as follows 

THE BAILIFF: Your name. 

THE WITNESS: Lloyd G. McAllister. 

THE BAILIFF: Your official position and your 

office address? 

THE WITNESS: Chief Assistant and Assistant City 

Solicitor, Real Estate Division, and the address is 507 Court 

House. 

Q 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mr. Hughes: 

Mr. McAllister, where did you receive your legal 

training ? 

A University of Maryland. 

Q And when did you graduate? 

A I did not graduate, I finished there in 1925. 

Q When did you become a member of the Bar? 

A Member of the Bar I think it was in 1927. 
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Q And you practiced privately for a while? 

A No, I went to Washington College at Chestertown 

prior to that, after I finished I took a pre-law course. 

After finishing in Washington College I came to Baltimore 

and worked for the Maryland Title Guaranty Company. 

Q For how many years did you work for Maryland Title 

Guaranty Company? 

A I worked for the Maryland Title until November of 

19^3. 

Q What were your duties there? 

A I was title attorney, examined titles to real 

estate, and drew legal papers having to do with real estate. 

Q And when did you affiliate with the City Solicitor 

office? 

A November of 19^3> under Mr. Simon Sobeloff. 

Q Then all of your legal work, or should I say the 

majority of it, has been dealing with real property? 

A That's correct. 

Q Then I can say, can I not, that you are a title 

i expert, considered so? 

A I don't know whether I am or not, sir. 
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MR. MYLANDER: Mr. Sobeloff thought so. 

MR. HUGHES: And evidently the rest of the City 

Solicitors. 

Q Wien were j^ou associated with the Real Estate 

Division of the City Solicitor’s Office? 

A Will you repeat that? 

(Question read by the Reporter.) 

A I came into the office in November of 1943 and 

took charge of it. 

Q And since 1943 to the present time you are what 

is termed head of that division^ is that correct? 

A That’s correct, yes. 

Q And you supervise all titles and condemnation 

proceedings on behalf of the City? 

A Well, my division handles all real estate matters 

on behalf of the City and has charge of the condemnation 

cases. 

Q How long have you known Mr. Kaufman? 

A Well, Mr. Kaufman is in the real estate business. 

I probably met Mr. Kaufman when I was with the Maryland Title 

I don’t have any idea of the time. I have known him for 
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quite a while. 

Q Wheiij to your first knowledge, or when did you 

first obtain knowledge that he was associated with the Laurel 

Cemetery? 

A Well, my first knowledge, I don't know the exact 

date, but matters came to the law department about complaints 

and so forth, about the Laurel Cemetery that required an 

investigation as to the status of the Laurel Cemetery and the 

ownership, and that I believe is when I found that out. 

Q Did you know Mr. Ziemer? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q And you knew he was the owner of the New Laurel 

Cemetery ? 

A I did not know that he was the owner but I learned 

that when I was with the Maryland Title. There would be 

discussions or conversations at different times about his 

ownership of it and the bad condition and difficulty he was 

having with it at that time. 

Q Did you have occasion to search title of the 

Laurel Cemetery when you were with the Maryland Title? 

A No, I did not; not to my knowledge. 
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Q When for the first time did you search the title 

to the Laurel Cemetery? 

A The first time would have been when the McKamer 

Realty Company or the three owners of it became interested 

in it, to check the records at that time. 

Q Then you did not search the title when any of 

these complaints came to your attention? 

A I did not personally. I may have — I recall 

we had, I had calls from the Police Department, Health 

Department, and various City Departments on the status of 

the cemetery. I recall that a check mas made and it was 

determined that the corporation was in bankruptcy, and I 

have about eight attorneys in my division. One of them I 

am sure made a check in the Federal Court or had information 

that the corporation was in bankruptcy. 

Q Prior to the corporation going into bankruptcy, 

did the claim of the United States Government come to your 

attention? 

A I don't recall that it did. I don't recall that 

it did. 

Q Well, when did Mr. Mercaldo and Mr. Kaufman 
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conceive the idea of forming -- or buying the Laurel Cemetery? 

A When did we conceive of the idea of buying the 

Laurel Cemetery? 

Q Yes. 

A Mr. Mercaldo has testified — 

Q Just a minute now. 

A I can't tell you the exact date. I am trying to 

refresh my memory. 

Q Well, approximately. 

A Mr. Mercaldo talked to me about it, I believe he 

called me or someone in my office about the ownership of the 

cemetery and it was sometime after that, maybe in 1956, I 

don't recall exactly. 

Q And you, Mr. Mercaldo and Mr. Kaufman had confer- 

ences then concerning the Laurel Cemetery? 

A Yes, we did. 

Q And it had come to your attention that proceedings 

in voluntary bankruptcy were pending in the Federal Court 

at that time, is that true? 

A Yes, that's correct. The proceedings had been 

filed, they were lying dormant. No trustee had been appointed. 



V^ss?acu3:) £B-.I or.:; 'IQ -- gfilrf^ol ‘xo £9iiX 9.C0. pvlobcioo- 

‘i-O S9l)i «*& lo 9V29»C1.00'-'.9W. Mfo nsdW' ■ A ^ I; 

t t:'^9^S^90' I-S'IWSti 

; ■.aeY ; ■’ p ' 

-- |)9XlIcta9w GBrf OX'IBO'IDM .•‘xM ' A 

.Viow ©vtmiiiiH; .s ieitlj •'.••p; •.; v- 

oct ^niY'iu fflB I ..ec:Y;.b cfoexs srio pox II$ct ct'ixBo i ;■ A ■ 

i . . ■•‘laniex. YJi'i tiaa'XlSi'i 

. Yl9Ysmixto*vq<|fe t £ IsV; 'p, 

art ovBlisd I K3±.-'&'i.QCiJ5 am oci YeYlBj -o.oIbx'isM A " 

; ©tw’ to qYda^&ixwo artb 3uod& so :.Tlo':nl snosims rzo'om^bsiLm 

- I BcPI-ni: stfiY#'* ^fsctd aold'-^o®' asv^ i>riB 

;• ♦ V,£^.0 I £$$&•$ '•=# ; 

!■ Md- fiBxsliiSK .<xM bn-B ofelBo^aM • .*sR; , wOY feflA p . : ' :v 

| , -. • •:\' ' . . .' ' ;; •' 

t :ipi9S'sj,!»0 -©'ibb-J Bilb %n.im&o(te& ftatm, *a»s>rt'& 

v ;x ‘... , " -X, : x £x X- . .;'xp x ,• Xr-xj.4 if £ . 
' .bJ:b •sk]/iS4>'I ■ ' bA/v'^'V1. 

B£ui.rx9BOQ‘iq. aoiYnscidxs rway ob amoo mri bJt MA v;0 

tevo.Q LBrmboU 9.cUi &2 ^aiLcoq 919W ^ie^inxlov; ni: 

V o;.e.cfY -ax . srnio bartb &s 

■ ■loao hM .tesaxbqsoo'XH . aifT 

beYiiioqqs ntadd- bBrf oM 

.xoo^oo :a:PbvW , 38l •. A 

itfristmah aA.tvl s^taw YsrW ..bsli‘i 



721 

I recall going with Mr. Mercaldo and talking to Mr. Kaiser, 

the Referee, and Mr. Kaiser whom I know very well, said, 

"I want to get rid of this thing, v;e can't do anything with 

it." I will reiterate what Mr. Mercaldo said. He said, 

"I will give it away" — 

Q Who said that? 
I 

A May I finish? 

Q Yes, sir. 
' 

A He said this, if I recall correctly, that he would 

be willing to give it away or get rid of it provided there 

was enough offered to pay the Court costs and a commission 

for the trustee. 

Q In your examination or your questioning you 

ascertained that Mr. Kaufman was the only creditor of the 

I corporation, did you not? 

A I don't recall. I did not check the proceedings 

I 
very carefully, I made a few scratch notes on yellow paper. 

I can't say definitely whether he was or was not. 

Q When you started to discuss this among you three, 

the three of you, did you go to visit the Laurel Cemetery? 

A Yes, I have visited the Laurel Cemetery several 
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times. 

Q Would you recall the first time? 

A No, I don't recall the first time. 

Q Was it before or after bankruptcy proceedings? 

A It was after bankruptcy. 

Q Would you have any idea about how long it may have 

been before you incorporated, that is incorporated McKamer? 

A How long after my visit to the cemetery? 

Q How long before your incorporation? 

A I don't understand the question. 

Q How long before the McKamer Corporation was in- 

corporated did you make visits to the Laurel Cemetery? 

A I don't know what date McKamer was incorporated. 

THE COURT: I think it was November 1956. 

A How long before that? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't know exactly, but I know I visited there, 

naturally I visited there. 

Q You were fully aware of the conditions of the 

cemetery then, were you not? 

A I had a pretty good view of it. Yes. 
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Q Did you go into it? 

A Yes. I tried to go into it but it was very tough 

to get in there. 

Q Is that the time you allude or what has been 

alluded to that it was so overgrown that trousers were torn? 

A No, I was out there prior to that. That was in 

the fall I believe, it was very cold because I remember 

damaging my clothes. That was in the fall. I don't know 

what time in the fall of 1956, and I was out there previous 

to that. 

Q When you say you damaged your clothes, was it 

in walking over the cemetery lots or was it trying to walk 

around the -roads ? 

A No, sir, it was walking over the lots and over 

the roads also. The roads in fact were the best part of the 

cemetery, if I recall correctly, because it was some kind 

of crushed stone or cinders. 

Q Would you say they were passable? 

A The roads ? 

Q Yes. 

A That was the only way I could get in there. I 



'?ct- r ocN-tl' o; l biC 

rigiUGd' esw cM' -fad ix og o« bsi'xd I , asY 

P 

.sbarW .<i'J; w©s od‘ 

CXd&C? K.Brf £XO 'sfellllx SXD.Xt 9fio‘ 'Si -P 

?riti0v1 . Bv&it' d£du‘. rmo^ievo oa 5B»... iit oSiid- otf xbeM.EIa 

u.l. SX5W JnrfI qS- 'XGx£iq G'is.id- qxio S'.eu I .oM 

‘iGcbr.xrno'x 1 s&bBosd biox xji-a'x nsw ji h&\*&£Si9d -I .IIsi 

v»-on>! b'aob I .II.ol edrf xl saw SsstiT. ■ .eferijoto'-xm artl^sxisb 

swolve'iq. s'xek-cT ^ab' esw T bus to I'lst-ni: bial^vrfsdw 

y -• . i «5u3 GCJ' 

cr 1 s.’ftvi ,_S5* tix/o .l .•> 'xi'O’Y ,\.' go q 3 .oo'x - - oxflv 0 

YIsk o;J guxv'si) ti ssw xxo efol 3dv rxavo giiixfisw al 

T sbSaa-ia'di bnubiB 

‘xxvo brxn 5,001 ©.rfd ‘i^v.o Srii-'HIbw saw• ,.*xx:s.:'.xof? . 'A ’ 

to tasq taaci. add , s'isv: &&s1l lit bE.boo: &t!T . .oals eL-soi atd 

bnxxf'.ofuon ssw dl ■as.oBiGod , •/;Id'oorx‘Xo,v fIso'eT'T; II 

.a'xoiTiio ao &£totr. badabqo to 

*? alrfSaasq. aa©w Y^e ooq bIbo¥: 

■, ? sb.so'x eciT 

^ v- «.V 

.9: 

9 

aasdx • nl 093'bliio-/ I ^sw. ^Irio odo es.v, bsab 



724 

recall going from Belair Road along two or three roads into 

the various alleys that surround the cemetery. 

Q Maybe I better put it this way, Mr. McAllister: 

Could a funeral, with the usual cars, get to the Laurel 

Cemetery for a burial? 

A Get to the cemetery? 

MR. MYLANDER: Your Honor, I have my general 

objection and I object specially to this. 

A I can't tell that. Your Honor, I don’t know. 

THE COURT: He says he does not know. 

Q When did Mr. Mercaldo come into your division of 

the City Solicitor's office? 

A I checked on our assignment book and it shows the 

first assignment Mr. Mercaldo got was in October of 1955, 

so I take it it was around that time, first part of October 

1955. 

Q, Did you know him before that time? 

A No, sir, I didn't know him at all. First time 

I ever met Mr. Mercaldo. 

Q Up to October of 1955, you and he had never 

discussed the Laurel Cemetery? 
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A No, sir. I did not know Mr. Mercaldo. Somebody 

pointed him out to me on a boat trip that the City employees 

had. I never met him until he came into the office. 

Q But after the day you have just mentioned in 1955, 

he was under your direct supervision and control, wasn't he? 

A I wouldn't say he was under my direct supervision 

and control. The work that was assigned to him was under 

ray control. 

Q And he was responsible to you? 

A In the first instance, and thereafter to the 

Deputy and to the City Solicitor. All actions of mine are 

confirmed or approved by the Deputy or the City Solicitor. 

I don't have complete autonomy. 

Q Did you form the partnership which has been 

alluded to here? 

A I would like to clear that up. The partnership 

isn't a formal partnership. When a bank account was opened 

to cover — 

Q Excuse me. Will you fix that date or can you? 

A I think it was — 

MR. MYLANDER: You may refer to your records, if 
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you have them available. 

A Yes. If I recall correctly, it was in September 

of 1958. 

Q Well, then, it was after the formation of the 

corporation, is that correct? 

A Yes, that's true. 

Q It wasn't for the purpose of putting up the 

expenses for the incorporation? 

A Well, we would do this. Whenever there was any 

needror funds Mr. Kaufman and Mr. Mercaldo and I would each 

contribute equally and two of us would turn our checks over 

to one and he in turn would send his check. 

q The three of you were the owners of the McKamer 

Corporation and you were the only ones having an interest in 

it, were you not? 

A That’s right. 

Q Then why was it necessary to form a partnership? 

A We didn't form a partnership. When we went to 

the bank, if I recall correctly, the head teller at the 

Equitable Trust Company suggested we set it up with the three 

names and enter the three names of our suggested partnership. 
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expedition. 

MR. HUGHES: We are calling this gentleman as an 

adverse witness, Mr. Mylander. 

THE WITNESS: I have tried my best to explain it 

to you and have tried to in the past. 

Q Now, Mr. McAllister, at the formation of the 

McAllister Corporation, Miss Klipper was listed as one of 

the incorporators, is that right? 

A Yes, that’s correct. 

Q Did she draw the papers or type them? 

A What papers? 

Q The articles of incorporation to be filed. 

A Of the McKamer? 

Q Yes, sir. 

A Mr. Mercaldo stated yesterday that he dicated them 

to Miss Klipper and she wrote them. I don't personally know. 

I personally don't know. 

Q Did she ever attend any of the meetings of the 

corporation? 

A May I say this? In a corporation at its formation, 

it is a natural thing to take in employees and secretaries. 
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employees in the office. You don't have formal meetings — 

Q, Mr. McAllister, I asked you one question. I asked 

you did she attend any meetings ? 

A Could I answer it in this manner truthfully? 

Q You were sworn to tell the truth. 

A You are in an office. We are situated on the fifth 

floor with about ten offices which are contiguous to each 

other. There is contact and communication one to the other. 

We may have gone to Miss Klipper and told her we are electing 

so and so president. Mr. Mercaldo would be in my office. 

There was no formal meeting of sitting down at a table — 

Q I asked you did she ever attend any meetings of 

the McKamer Corporation? 

A I would say she did not attend nor did I attend 

any formal meeting. 

Q You brought into this Court under subpoena what 

purports to be minutes or records of the McKamer Corporation, 

is that right? 

A That's correct, yes, sir. 

Q Who wrote up those minutes? 

A Mr. Mercaldo had charge of the minutes. I don't 
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know who wrote them or typed them. 

Q You were here yesterday, I believe, when Mr. 

Mercaldo said that Miss Klipper wrote them? 

A Yes. 

Q Were you in here when Miss Klipper said she never 

wrote them? 

A I didn't hear Miss Klipper say she didn't write 

them, 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: The word "wrote” or "written" is some- 

what confusing. 

MR. HUGHES: Or typed. 

THE COURT: As I understand it, .Mr. Mercaldo would 

dictate to Miss Klipper the notes and she would type them, 

and that was about the extent of her interest in the corpora- 

tion. 

MR. HUGHES: I think she said that the original 

papers. Your Honor — she was particularly asked about these 

minutes. 

MR. ATWATER: I don't think he said as to who 

typed them. I think he said he dictated them to his secretary. 
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MB. MYLANDER: I object to the line of questioning 

anyway. How can it be material to the issues in this case, 

whether he dictated them to Miss Klipper or somebody else, 

when it is conceded that Miss Klipper was a straw incorporator 

and had no interest. 

THE COURT: I don't see Miss Klipper in this case 

at all. 

MR. HUGHES: Very well, sir. 

Q How about Mr. Martin, did you vote to make him 

an officer of the corporation in place of Mr. Mercaldo? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q When was that? 

A The minutes will speak for themselves. I don't 

know the date. 

Q Was it approximately the 25th of July 1958? 

A If the records show that. 

Q How long was he president? That was the Belair 

Road Enterprises, wasn't it? 

A That’s correct. 

How long was he president? 

Q Yes. 
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A Whatever the records show. I don't know. 

Q What was the purpose of electing him president? 

A Well, the purpose — there were exceptions filed 

to the sale and we wanted independent people or Mr. Martin 

to select an outside attorney to prosecute the exceptions. 

Q And Mr. Martin is Mr. Mercaldo's brother-in-law? 

A I understand so; yes, sir. 

Q. Who, by the way, was Mr. Dantoni? 

A He is a lawyer. 

Q He was a lawyer for what particular interest? 

A He was a layer, I believe, for one of the parties. 

I don't recall frankly. 

Q, Did you engage his services, or pay for them? 

A No, sir. 

Q, Did either of the corporations, while you were 

affiliated, do that? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Did your corporation pay a fee to you and Mr. 

Mercaido of $500? 

A No, sir. That was waived in the report made by 

the trustee. I have not x-eceived one penny from either 
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corporation. 

Q, It was reportedj however, that you received a 

fee of $500? 

A No, sir, it was not. If you will look at the 

proceedings you will find that the final report of the trustee 

says that Mr. Mercaldo and I waived our attorneys' fee. 

Q You and Mr. Mercaldo represented the trustee? 

A That's correct. 

Q, And you were counsel at the proceedings before 

the Master, is that right? 

A Yes, that's correct. 

Q And you examined Mr. Mercaldo, you put him on 

the stand? 

A I examined, I believe, almost all of the witnesses, 

including Mr. Mercaldo. 

Q Is it a fact that you, Mr. Mercaldo, and Mr. 

Kaufman own all of the interest in the McKamer Corporation? 

MR. MYLANDER: I think that is very clear. I 

object to it as repetition. 

THE COURT: I am sorry to say I have a luncheon 

engagement I must keep. I tried to postpone it and I find 
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it to be embarrassing not to go. So we will have to take 

a luncheon recess until half past one. 

(Recess from 12:20 p. m. to 1:30 p. m.) 

(After recess.) (1:45 p.m.) 

Thereupon  

lloyd g. McAllister, 

whose examination was suspended for the purpose of taking 

the noon recess, resumed for 

DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued) 

By Mr. Hughes: 

Q Mr. McAllister, it is true that the McKamer Realty 

offered and paid $100 for the Laurel Cemetery, is that right? 

A To the trustee in bankruptcy. 

Q Did you have anything to do with the introduction 

in the Legislature of the Bill which has been referred to 

here, changing condemnation proceedings with reference to 

■ ' ,'A - ■' I 
a cemetery? 

A Nothing whatsoever. | 
I 
I 

0 You had nothing to do with the drafting of the Bill? 

- v:. ; ' I 
A No, sir. 
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Q Did you request Mr. Baeharaeh to introduce that 

■ 
ji Bill? 

A No, sir, I talked to no one about the introduction 

| of that Bill. In fact, I didn’t know when it was introduced. 

Q Did you ever appear before any committee of the 

. 
Legislature? 

A I did not. 

Q Did you ask any of the members of the City delega- 
I ’ ' 
| tion to support that Bill? 

A No, sir, I did not. I talked to no one about that 

Bill other than Mr. Mercaldo, and I discussed it I think once 

|| or twice. 

' '' ; 

Q How many members or employees, I will say, of the 

City Solicitor participated in the sale or purchase of the 

. , “r . ' ■ v : ' . . 
j Laurel Cemetery? 

A I don’t know exactly what you mean by that, sir. 
■ ; . ' ' • . . ■ . ; ■ 

Q Well, it is true that Mr. Baeharaeh is employed 

in the City Solicitor's office, isn’t he? 

A He is not. 

0 He is not? I 

A He is not, no, sir. 
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Q He was at the time this Bill was introduced? 

A What was the date the Bill was introduced? I 

believe he was. Yes. 

Q And Miss Klipper was secretary to Mr. Mercaldo? 

A Miss Klipper was a law stenographer in the office 

and handled Mr. Mercaldo's work as well as others’ work. 

Q Then who incorporated Belair Enterprises^ were 

they members of the City Solicitor's office? 

A Belair Enterprises? I believe Mr. Levy, Mr. 

Kaufman and Mr. Rubins, they were members of the office. 

Q After the sale and purchase of the Laurel Cemetery 

by the McKamer Realty Company, did the McKamer Realty Company 

pay to the Federal Government, on or about October 16, 1957, 

$425? 

A The question is that about the time McKamer 

purchased the property from the trustee in bankruptcy, 

McKamer also purchased from the Government certain interests 

or rights in a cemetery? I don't know the exact dates, but 

the McKamer purchased from the Referee in Bankruptcy and 

also from the Federal Government, I know that. 

Q, I asked you did the McKamer Realty Company pay 
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the Federal Government $425? 

A It did. That Is the Army Corps or whatever 

division of the Government was handling it. 

Q Was this for lots separate and distinct from the 

lots referred to provision for which the Federal Government 

was reimbursed? 

A I don't know exactly what you mean by that questior}, 

Q Well, you were in the City Solicitor's office, 

didn't you conduct the negotiations with the Government for 

the settlement of a claim which was pending? 

A For the Belair Road? Yes, I did. The Belair Road 

was condemned and widened in 1911. 

Q That's right. 

A The Federal Government had early rights or 

certificates to certain lots that were numbers of the lots 

taken. Some cases maybe I and the Government were not a party 

to those proceedings. The condemnation was through the 

Department of Assessments, not in a law court. 

Q Well, the Government was paid $10,000, wasn't it, 

for the purchase of those lots? 

A No, sir. The Laurel Cemetery Company I believe 
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was paid $10,000. 
! 

Q I mean by the Federal Government, is that right, 

or by the Laurel Cemetery, which? 

A The City condemned the land for Belair Road, the 

City was obligated to pay the persons that had an interest 

in the land taken. Laurel Cemetery Corporationwas the owner 

in fee subject to burial rights. It was a long strip of 

■ ' 
land taken from the Laurel Cemetery Company, including the 

house that used to exist there at the entrance. My recollec- 

tion is that the City paid for the Laurel Cemetery Corporation 
. I 

shortly after 1911. I don't know exactly. The authority 

to condemn was in 1911. The Federal Government records 

show did not receive anything at that time for those burial 

rights in the lots. 

Q Well, did the Laurel Cemetery receive $10,000 

for it? 

A The books will show that $10,000 was awarded. 

If they received it, I don't know. 
■ 

THE COURT: When was that, back in 1911? 
' • 

' 
THE WITNESS: Your Honor, the authority for the 

condemnation was in 1911. The actual, that is, the Ordinance 
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passed, but I do not recollect the date that the City started 

to buy or take the land. It was subsequent to that. 

Q (By Mr. Hughes) The City acquired fee simple 

j , ■ ; ';v'/ ; 

I title you say, is that right, from the old Laurel Cemetery? 

A Subject to burial rights, yes. 

Q, Was there in any manner or in any way in which 

the citizens who had a fee in those lots, property owners or 
i 

■ : ■■ ■ ■ ■ 
lot owners, did it differ in any way from the deed to the 

Government for the burial of Civil War soldiers? 

MR. MYLANDER: I don't understand the question. 
I ' ' 

A I don't understand you. 

Q In other words, did you distinguish a fee simple 
' ' 

by which the City acquired title and under whicn you settled 

with the Federal Government for damages, do you distinguish 

between their claims for damages and the claims of other lot 

owners ? 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, that question 

is so confused that I object to It. 

THE COURT: I think he Is attempting to get from 

him a conclusion of lav/, which I think is at issue in this 

case, or at least, it is collateral in any event. I will 
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sustain the objection. I think the deeds are in evidence 

and the certificates are in evidence, and I think that will 

be a matter for counsel to argue. 

Q, When you ultimately purchased the Laurel Cemetery, 

that is, when you and your associates ultimately purchased 

it, did you recognize any distinction between a fee simple 

title of the lot holders or the burial rights ? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. I cannot see where it 

matters what they would recognize or what they thought to 

be the case. 

THE COURT: Can you answer that? 

A As a matter of fact, there wasn't awhole lot of 

consideration given to what type of title they had, if I 

recollect. 

Q On April 5* 1950, while you were holding office 

as Assistant City Solicitor, did you give as your opinion 

to Richard L. Steiner, Director of the Baltimore Redevelop- 

ment Commission, did you give your opinion that the property 

rights were held by the cemetery owners in fee simple? 

A You are reading from a letter. I have not seen 

the letter. 
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Q This letter is in evidence. 

A But I have not seen it. I think it is only 

proper I should be given an opportunity to look at it. 

(Letter handed witness.) 

A That is my letter, yes. 

Q And did you dictate that letter? 

A It has my initials on ityes. 

Q Did you do that in your official capacity^ as head 

of the Property Division of the City Solicitor's Office? 

A I did it in my official capacity. I have not 

seen this letter. I would like to read it. 

THE COURT: Go ahead. 

A Your Honor, this makes reference to a letter from 

Mr. Steiner and all that concerned the cemetery, Mr. Steiner 

in his letter poses certain questions and this letter here 

is supposed to be in answer to it. In all fairness, I haven't 

seen these papers, this is 1950, but I haven't seen them 

since then. I don't knov; what the inquiry about the letter 

is. This is my letter, I will admit that now. 

Q And that is your opinion, at least that was your 

opinion - 
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A Can I say this? My opinion with Mr. Biddison, 

who was City Solicitor then — an opinion is never written in 

that office by an assistant without first submitting it in 

the rough or some preliminary draft to the City Solicitor. 

All opinions have to be signed or approved by the City 

Solicitor. 

Q They are only submitted to the City Solicitor 

for approval? 

A It isn't my opinion entirelyj it is Mr. Biddison's 

and my opinion. I may have dictated a rough draft, submitted 

it to Mr. Biddison for approval and discussed it with him, 

and that was the official draft determined upon. 

Q Did you or not state "That the interest of the 

so-called cemetery owners in and to the property is fee 

simple subject to burial rights? 

A Just a minute. That is a question for Mr. Steiner 

MR. MYLANDER: If Your Honor please, I believe 

that is our contention, that it is fee simple. 

THE COURT: The letter speaks for itself and I 

can understand Mr. McAllister not having seen the letter or 

the accompanying inquiry letter for ten years, I don’t know 
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that it would help the Court very much for him to express 

any opinion now. But it does speak for itself and it is in 

for whatever it may be worth. 

MR. HUGHES: This has been introduced and Your 

Honor has read this letter. 

THE COURT: I read it in the past few days. 

MR. HUGHES: Then it can come up for argument. 

THE COURT: Very well. 

Q (By Mr. Hughes) For whatever reason the bodies 

were removed from the Laurel Cemetery on behalf of the Govern- 

ment you did concede, then, did you not, that the Govern- 

ment had a claim for damages for those lots? 

A For the lots the City took along Belair Road. 

This had been pending, the claim of the Government, for a 

number of years. 

Q Mr. McAllister, did you not recommend settlement 

of that claim? 

A On the recommendation of Mr. Biddison. 

THE COURT: 'The City did actually pay I think 

$1250. 

THE WITNESS: $1250, 
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Q That had nothing to do with the lots purchased 

by the McKamer Realty Company? 

A Nothing whatsoever, no, sir. I wanted to say that 

the settlement with the Government as to the land along Belair 

Road, when it was widened, was done at the instance of Mr. 

Biddison. The case had been pending for a number of years 

and the Government, Army Officials, would periodically 
' ' ' ‘ ' ' • ' ' • ''' ' 

contact the City Solicitor or somebody for the City. 

■ ■ ‘ 
: Mr. Biddison said to me, let's get rid of it, if you can 

settle it for half, well and good. 

Q But that had nothing to do with the land that the 

McKamer Corporation bought? 

I ■ 
A No, sir, absolutely nothing. It was just as far 

apart as from here to Brazil. 

q Now, Mr. McAllister, who are the present owners 

of this Belair Cemetery? 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please -- 

THE COURT: You mean Belair Enterprises. 

MR. HUGHES: Belair Enterprises. Who are the 

stockholders ? 

A Of the Belair Road Enterprises? 
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Yes. 

A Mr. Kaufman^ Mr. Mercaldo and Lloyd McAllister. 

THE COURT: I think it was 37-1/2, 37-1/2 and 25. 

THE WITNESS: That's correct. 

Q Have you ever, on behalf of either Belair Road 

Enterprises or the McKamer Corporation, discussed the sale 

of the cemetery? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. 

Q With any development company? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. 

THE COURT: Let him answer. Overruled, but subject 

to exception. 

A Discussed the sale of this cemetery? 
• L ' ' / / ^ ' 

Q Yes. 

A Do you mean the Laurel Cemetery? 

Q Yes, sir, price. 

A No, sir, I have not. People have contacted me 

and asked me what is to be done, that they might be interested 

| in it. I have not discussed any price. 

1 : 

Q Have you received any offer? 

I ! 
A No, sir. 
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Q Did you conduct any of the negotiations with 

M?. Armacost? 

A Yes -- well, now, wait. I was asked to appear 

at Mr. Armacost's office and explain the duties and the like, 

the matters pertaining to his work, the legal part of it. 

Q Do you know how the property in Eldersburg was 

acquired? 

A Yes, sir, I do, because I represented -- 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, this is entire 

collateral matter, another step removed from the issues, and 

I make a special objection in addition to the general objec- 

tion. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

Q What was your answer? 

THE COURT: Do you know anything about the pur- 

chase of the Eldersburg property? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Do you know the former owners of that property? 

A I did not know them until talks were had with them 

in the matter of the purchase of the property. I did not 

know them previously. 
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Q Then you conducted the negotiations, is that right 

A On behalf of the trustee, with the trustee's 

request. 

Q And as counsel for the trustee? 

A That's right. 

Q How did you happen to decide on that location? 

A In Carroll County? 

Q Yes. 

A One of the main reasons is just the very reason 

you had trouble with the Laurel Cemetery, it was desired to 

have it out in the outlying areas or country because of the 

growth in the urban population -- 

Q Who decided that? 

A Well, it was the thought of the trustee, it was 

the thought of everybody concerned. It was the trustee's 

obligation and it was his thinking on it. 

Q. Did the trustee ever consult any of the lot owners 

or you, as counsel for the trustee? 

A Consult any of the lot owners? 

Q Yes. 

A In Carroll County or Belair Road? 
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THE COURT: Carroll County. 

Q The relocation of the bodies in Carroll County. 

A Did I consult any of the lot owners about locating 

it there ? 

Q You said a v^hile ago it was the feeling it should 

be removed from Baltimore. I say, did you consult any of the 

lot owners? 

A No, of course 1 didn't. I didn't know who they 

were, I couldn't consult anybody. 

Q Did the trustee or counsel for the trustee make 

any effort to acquire lots in Mount Auburn Cemetery in 

Baltimore City? 

A Yes, sir — 

Q You say you did? 

A Wait a minute. There was an effort made to 

purchase lots in a cemetery in Westport. I don't know the 

name of it. I have been to that cemetery with Mr. Mercaldo 

and with Hamlet one Saturday afternoon. The trustee was 

interested in finding a desirable place in which to put the 

remains. Mr. Hamlet was contacted because Mr. Kaufman had 

told me that he was familiar with the Laurel Cemetery. We 
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went to see a man that was the sexton of this cemetery at 

Westport. He was deaf and dumb and his wife was too. 

Q You say he was dumb ? 

A Deaf and dumb. He could not talk or hear. We 

went to this small place in West Baltimore and I recall 

Mr. Hamlet was with us. It was his suggestion that we use 

a little patience and tact because neither the man nor his 

wife could talk or hear. 

Q Did you talk with anybody else about that cemetery 

I " ■ y Y',;, Y- fy-'Y:.- y YY-Y' . . , ... Y-" v . T 
A About what cemetery? 

Q The one you are referring to in Westport. 

’ 1 

A Yes, there was a sexton, someone met us there to : 

j 

i| open the steel gates and let us in and we talked to him. 

There seemed to be some vacant land in the rear that might 

be usable for this. We walked all over it. 
(. “ 1 ' 1 ' .. 1 ' ■ : Y \ ' I 

Q Mr. McAllister, are you talking about Mount 

Auburn Cemetery? 

A I don’t recall the name of it at all. 

Q You said in Westport. 

A It was in the western section of the City and 

4 
■ I think it was Westport. 
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Q Did you ever contact the owners of Arbutus 

Memorial Cemetery for the relocation of these bodies? 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, we have a 

special objection. I am sure there must be a dozen cemeteries 

they did not contact. 

. 
A No, we did not. 

Q Did you contact the owners of the new cemetery in 

Catonsville ? 

A I did not contact any other cemetery owners or 

operators. 

Q Did you ever talk with the owners of Carvel 

Memorial Cemetery? 

A I don't recall. 

MR. MYLANDER: He told you he did not. 

MR. HUGHES: He didn't tell me, you did. 

A I don't recall that I contacted them. 

Q Did you contact any undertakers? 

A I may have talked to one or two after the pub- 

licity occurred and the proceedings were completed. I may 

have. I am not sure about it. 

Q Coming back to Eldersburg, who suggested that 
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site to you? 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, another 

special objection. 

' 
THE COURT: Overruled. 

A I don't know who suggested it. The trustee was 
. ■ 

i interested in finding a suitable place. 

THE COURT: Of course, the trustee was Mr. Andersob 
• 1' ■ I 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 
I 

THE COURT: How did you all decide on Eldersburg, 

■ ■ ' . . .; . 
Carroll County, and not Howard County? 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, it was just a little 

colored settlement in Carroll County around Eldersburg I 

believe. There was a colored school and there was a colored 

church not too far from there and it was felt this would be 

| a nice place for it. There was an inquiry made of several 

places and this was finally selected. 

Q You heard Mr. Armacost testify yesterday, did 

; you not? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q Do you agree with his testimony that it was un- 

! developed and was on a dirt road? 
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A I will say the road, Hodges Road on which the 

cemetery fronts, is a little hilly, but it is a concrete road, 

|| if I remember, or pressed stone road. It is very passable 

I in my judgment. 

Q. At the time you purchased this plot out there 
I':*- ■: . 

were you aware of the fact that most of the lot owners in 

Laurel Cemetery were very aged people ? 

A I was not. 

Q Did you ever have in your possession or did you 

ever see any of the records of the Laurel Cemetery, old or 

new? 
, 

A I never have, no, sir. 

Q Did you ever ask for them? 

A I did. I asked Mr. Kaufman after it was decided 

it to take the proceeding on this cemetery. Mr. Kaufman was 

Ij asked about the records; yes, sir. 

Q Did you make any effort to locate any of the 

lot owners ? 
If: '■ ■■ '• :- 

A Yes, An effort was made, a diligent effort was 

made. ij . . . ' • ' _ ' ' ' 

Q I asked if you did. 
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A Yes, sir. 

Q What do you call a diligent effort? 

A I met with Mr. Hamlet two or three times and he 

was a man that had been connected with the cemetery for over 

twenty years. I met with him at the suggestion of Mr. 

Kaufman because if anyone would have a real personal know- 

ledge, Mr. Hamlet should have had. Mr.Hamlet came to my 

office in the City Solicitor's office and in the presence 

of Mr. Mercaldo, I asked Mr. Hamlet certain questions, I 

had asked him questions previously, and here is a list of 

the questions and answers that Mr. Hamlet gave at that meeting. 

It was taken down by Miss Ruth Rubin of my office. I was 

vitally interested in finding anybody that had an interest 

in it and I made every diligent effort to do so; land records! 

and otherwise. 
j 

Q Incidentally, why did you consider it necessary 

to have a stenographer take this down by question and answer? 

A Because we were preparing the case and I wanted 

information that was reliable, that would be in existence 

to cover this point. 

Q Did you ask Mr. Hamlet the question, "How many 
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graves would you say could be identified today?" Did that 

question come from you? 

A If it is on there, it came from me. 

Q And the answer, "Not more than 200," did that 

come from Mr. Hamlet? 

If it is on there, it came from him. 

What effort did you make to locate those two 

A 

Q 

hundred? 

A May I look at that again? 

(Document handed witness.) 

A We tried to get Mr. Hamlet to go there with us 

several times, we tried to get him to appear before the Master 

and testify as to what he knew about the case, and he was not 

very cooperative. 

Q Why didn't you subpoena him? 

A I don't know why. I know this, the testimony 

was left open by Mr. Baxter for two or three days at least. 

Mr. Mercaldo would go to Mr. Hamlet's house — 

Q How do you know, did you go with him? 

A No, I didn't, but he testified here yesterday 

that he did. 





Q All right. Did Mr. Hamlet tell you that he would 

go with you but that he wanted to be paid for his time? 

A No, sir* I don't recall that he ever said that. 

If he had said that, we would have paid him. 

Q How did you determine the names of those whom 

you named party defendants other than Anderson Enterprises? 

A From the land records. The certificates that 

were reported in the Land Office, the owners were made partieb 

i defendant. That was from the title examination. 

Q The testimony given by Mr. Mercaldo after the 

purchase — incorporation of Anderson Enterprises is correct?! 

A Will you repeat that? 
■ 

Q Mr. Mercaldo testified that Anderson Enterprises 

( was incorporated and given quit claim deed in order to be 

made a party defendant, is that true? 

A No, that is not true. Anderson Enterprises has 

been in existence for a number of years. Mr. Anderson's 

interest in this was only as trustee, he was interested in 

cleaning the property up. Anderson Enterprises haven't one 

iota of interest in this at all. 

Q Why were they given a quit claim deed? 
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A Mr. Anderson,, having his place of business across 

the street, was vitally interested in doing something about 

it, to clean it up, and the purpose of making the deed was 

to have a defendant that was available for service, and that 

was the reason. 

Q Mr. McAllister, how did you determine which 

undertaker would move the bodies? 

A Well, three or four undertakers were cnntacted; 

not Mr. Armacost alone but others were contacted. 

Q As to the price for removal? 

A Well, some price was talked and the ones contacted 

did not want to have anything to do with it. Mr. Brooks 

Bradley, I believe down at Dundalk, they moved the bodies 

from the Airport, Friendship International Airport. He had 

that contract, he lost money. He said. Don't approach me 

on a job like that. 

Q Have you been to the cemetery in Carroll County 

since you arranged for the purchase ? 

i 
A Oh, yes; yes. 

Q Have you been there since the bodies and monuments 

have been moved there ? 
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A Yes, I have. 

Q, Did you plan that or dad the undertaker, the locatl 

of the bodies and the monuments? 

A They were some men working for the undertaker. 

Q Do you have a plat to that particular cemetery 

at all? 

A No, I don’t. 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, I want to 

object specially again. I think we are getting further and 

further away. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

Q Do you know where any particular body is buried 

there ? 

A Yes, I think I do. From taking the list, there 

are stones that mark the beginning of the cemetery and the 

roads. I think I can do that, yes. 

Q If someone came to you, one of the lot owners, 

and asked how they could locate a deceased relative, would 

you be in position to tell them? 

A I think so, I think so. 

Q, You have heard testimony here of the Reverend 

on 
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Harvey Johnson,, do you know where he is buried? 

A Offhand I don't without looking at the record. 

Q You say looking at the record -- 

A The list of burials and location. 

Q Do they have numbers, these different lots? 

A No, but it is stated, the counting is from the -- 

there is a 30-foot lane or driveway that has been treated 

with crushed stone and a heavy stone post that separates the 

section. There is a west section and there is an east 

section, and it states on the report the row number and the 

burial place number. 

Q How many rows are there ? 

A Offhand I don't know. 

THE COURT: Is there a plat available? 

THE WITNESS: A plat was being made up. Your 

Honor. There isn't one available now. 

THE COURT: Do they propose to have a plat so 

these people can tell where they are going? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: And upon whose grave they are using 

a permit? Isn't that important? 
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THE WITNESS: That is proposed to be done and it 
, • .• ■ • .   v ■' - 

will be done promptly. 

Q (By Mr. Hughes) Now you say there is no plat? 

A Not at this time. 

Q Are there any roads or streets? 

■ 
A There are openings between the rows for passage 

! you mean? 

Q Yes. 

A Yes. 

Q How much land is still available for burial? 

A Well., I don't know exactly in acreage but the 

assurance was made to me that there would be ample land of 

three acres and something. 

Q Assurances by whom? 

A By the undertaker that there would be ample land 

to take care of all certificate holders that had not made 

burials there now to get into the cemetery. 

Q Has anyone^ to your knowledge, been issued a 

certificate or a deed to any burial lot? 

A No, sir, because I believe only two or three have 

made requests for it and they are — the certificates are in 

.1 
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the course of being printed, the form is being made up. 

Q The form is being made up? 

A Yes. 

THE COURT: In whose name was the cemetery at 

Eldersburg purchased? 

THE WITNESS: It was purchased originally by the 

McKamer Realty Company and assigned then to the — the option 

was procured by the McKamer Realty Company, that option was 

assigned to the trustee, Mr. Anderson. The deed,final deed 

was made by Norman Collins to Edward A. Anderson, Trustee. 

In that deed it dedicates this land as a cemetery for all 

burials, for all holders of any certificates in the present 

Laurel Cemetery. 

THE COURT: Who will be the final title holder? 

THE WITNESS: As it is now, the trustee -- 

MR. ATWATER: Your Honor, we have a copy of that 

deed in our file. We will be glad to give it to Mr. McAllister 

so he can be more specific. 

MR. MYLANDER: May I say, with reference to some 

of these questions, the trustee's report filed in this case 

states on page 3, paragraph 8: "The undertaker's report 
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further attaches to it a record of the names and locations 

of all bodies that could be identified and removed from the 

Laurel Cemetery on Belair Road and reinterred in the cemetery 

on Hodges Road and all monuments and markers that could be 

located inside Laurel Cemetery on Belair Road relocated in 

the new cemetery and all unknown bodies located in the Laurel 

Cemetery on Belair Road were moved to the new Laurel Cemetery 

on Hodges Road, and copy of the undertaker's report and of 

the record of the names and locations of all bodies and 

r 
all monuments and markers is attached hereto and made part 

hereof.!' 

MR. HUGHES: I am fully aware of that report, 

Your Honor. 

I 

MR. MYLANDER: That is the report of the trustee 

filed on January 27, 1959. 

MR. HUGHES: Does that report say who is the 

present owner? 

Q In whose name is this property? 

A Actually the legal title of it is in the trustee, 

with the benefit and rights in any certificate holder from 

Laurel Cemetery on Belair Road. 
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Q By trustee, you mean Anderson Enterprises, is 

that right? 

MR. MYLANDER: No, Anderson. 

A Edward A. Anderson. 

MR. MYLANDER: May I point out that this is the 

trustee under this Court and that that would be a provisional 

trust to which this Court can always appoint a substitute or 

successor for the trustee. 

THE COURT: Was any thought given to the maintenance 

of this cemetery other than the lot holders? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. With all the publicity, 

the trouble, the case being filed, and all that, the thing 

has been handicapped, hindered in the completion of the 

beautification of the place in Carroll County, and a lot 

of things of that nature that have been caused because of 

all the trouble that has been developed here. 

Q You mean these pending proceedings have prevented 

engaging a contractor or someone to do whatever is to be done 

in that cemetery? 

A Oh, no, a contractor was engaged during the summer 

to mow the grass and to do work there to keep the cemetery 
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in proper condition. 

Q Mr. McAllister, if between fifteen and sixteen 

acres of land were required in Baltimore City for the burial 

of these deceased, what made you think that three acres 

would take care of them up in the country? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object to the question. 

THE COURT: Overruled. Let him answer. 

A Laurel Cemetery on Belair Road, there were any 

number of bodies or burials made there without any certificate 

They would come in at night and bury them. During the flu 

epidemic they had a certain section where they buried any 

number of bodies — 

Q Are you speaking from personal knowledge ? 

A Of course I did not have this knowledge in 1918 

Q Did you have knowledge in 1937 that it was 

approved by the Health Department and scheduled for cleaning 

up ? 

A I have no knowledge of that, no, sir, but I was 

going to say burials were found three deep and buried cross- 

wise, in every way, there was no formal way of doing it. Your 

Honor. There was absolutely no way of identifying bodies. 
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I was told, and I don't know if Mr. Hamlett will verify it 

or not, that during the flu they took bodies out there by 

the hundreds. 

Q They had that at every cemetery, didn't they? 

A Well, with no direction. They would come out at 

night and bury them, they would come at any time. 

MR. MYLANDER: I don't think that answers the 

question. 

THE COURT: I suppose not all of the Laurel 

Cemetery ground had been used. I understood land was avail- 

able for sale but had not been sold for some time. 

THE WITNESS: We were told. Your Honor, that 

three acres would be sufficient for any burials in Laurel 

Cemetery. 

Q Who told you that ? 

A The undertaker. 

Q Did he tell you he was going to take them out 

' in trucks and not in boxes? 

A They were taken and put in wooden boxes, the 

| remains. 

: Q Mr. Armacost didn't say that. 
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A Well, I sav/ them absolutely put In v/ooden boxes. 

No question about it. 

Q When did you see that? 

A I was vitally interested in the matter of a good 

job being done and that is one reason I went to Mr. Armacost. 

That is the reason I asked Mr. Armacost to refer plans to me 

after the lot holders called and after the publicity. 

Q Did you hear me ask Mr. Armacost yesterday 

whether there was any effort made to separate the bones and 

keep them distinct, and ask him if there were any boxes or 

anything of that nature ? 

(Question objected to.) 

A The boxes were bought, I don't know, but there 

were several thousand boxes bought. 

Q What kind of boxes? 

A Wooden boxes. That is because I was out to the 

cemetery any number of times and saw the work going on, I 

was vitally interested. 

Q Where did you buy those boxes? 

A Bought some from a group -- there was a church 

up in Carroll County had this Men's Club and one of the men 
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had very good machinery^ saws and things, and they wanted to 

earn some money for their operations, the church operations, 

and we were asked to let them make some of them, which we did. 

Q And you are telling us that approximately one 

thousand boxes were bought from this church group? 

A No, I don't know how many were bought from them. 

Then Mr. Anderson, who has a Home Improvement business there, 

with equipment of saws, and so forth, -- I think the Lubers 

were called but didn't have many on hand, and he was asked 

to have his men make up some. They made up some, I think 

around nine hundred boxes at the Anderson place. 

Q Do you know that? You say you think? Do you 

know that ? 

A I know that, yes, from Mr. Anderson's statement. 

Q Have you seen nine hundred boxes out there at 

the Laurel Cemetery? 

A Not at one time; not at one time. 

Q How many have you ever seen at one time? 

A Well, I have seen in the hundreds because they 

had a truck there that was filled with boxes and I saw -- 

I know there were two or three hundred in that truck. 
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Q What size were those boxes? 
!! ■ "'i . ?::v ■ .... 

A I forget exactly. They were eighteen inches by 

I twenty-four inches,, something like that. I have forgotten. 

Q Eighteen by twenty-four inches to hold the bones 

of these people? 

A Let me say this to you. In the removal of the 

I 
jj remains from this cemetery, one hundred years old, and over, 

; when the workers would dig into the graves, explore them for 

remains, in a lot of cases you wouldn't find any remains. In 

| some cases you would find one or two bones. And it was 

impossible to tell whether those bones belonged to this stone 

or not. Boys had gotten in there and children from the 

neighborhood have vandalized the place. They made caves out 

of the stones. And even when the stones and remains were 

being removed we had to get the police out there. The boys 

would get in and break the stones. It was very difficult. 

Q I am still asking you, Mr. McAllister, about the 

bodies you found that were more recently buried. How did 

you get them into 18 by 24 inch boxes? 

A There were several, I don't recall where, where 

it was necessary to get the. full boxes and Mr. Armacost used 
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the full boxes for those. I don't know how many. But when 

the body was there^ which I don't know whether it was two 

or three or the number, whole boxes or regular sized boxes 

were used. 

Q You referred to those notes which you took from 

Mr. Hamlet? 

A Yes. 

Q You referred to a number of vaults being there? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you see those vaults? 

A No, sir, I haven't seen any vaults. I wasn't 

there when any vault was moved. 

■ Q, Mr. Hamlet told you there were vaults there, 

didn't he? 

A Mr. Hamlet told me a lot that did not turn out 

| to be correctly stated. 

Q Did you try to investigate to see for yourself? 

A Yes. In the matter of -- getting back to how 

many graves could be identified,to wit, more than two hundred> 

Mr. Hamlet would never — and we were willing to pay him -- 

go there with us to identify them. I heard some of the lot 
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owners complain about this publicity in the paper, that they 

had paid Mr. Hamlet to take care of the lots but he failed 

to do it. A lot of criticism. 

Q Mr. McAllister, you and Mr. Mercaldo made a list 

of over 150, didn't you? 

A Yes. While Mr. Kaufman and Mr. Mercaldo read 

the names from stones I would write them down. But at that 

' 
time there were stones which had been covered, had been 

covered by earth. They had been used by kids to make caves. 

Q Why didn't you ask Mr. Hamlet where those families 

could be located of the 150 or so? 

A I asked Mr. Hamlet that, if he knew of any 

certificate holders. 

Q Did you ever show him the list you and Mr. Mercaldo 

made ? 

A I may have. I wouldn't say definitely. 

Q You mean you won't say yes and you won't say no? 

A No, I won't say whether I showed it to him or 

not. But he was asked about them, he did not have to see the 

list. 

MR. HUGHES: Your Honor, I think that concludes 
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my examination. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mr. Cockrell: 

Q Mr. McAllister,, you referred to the widening of 

the Belair Road, you said that that was done by the Board 

of Assessments or under its authority. 

A No, it is now the Department of Assessments. It 

was the Commissioner for Opening Streets at that time. 

Q That was done by ordinance ? 

A Yes. 

Q Is it your understanding that that could be done 

now by the same department? In other words, would there 

be any special reason why you would have to go to the 

Legislature to have a statute made to condemn a cemetery? 

Could It be done by some department of the city, even if 

the statute had not been enacted? 

A Your question, I don't quite understand your 

question. 

THE COURT: I think what he means is instead of 

proceeding under a statute, could the Health Department of 

the City of Baltimore have condemned a cemetery without 
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i the necessity of resorting to the statute. Is that what you 

i 
jj mean? 

MR. COCKRELL: That's what I am trying to ask 

him. 

A Your Honor, without specifically checking on it, 
I _ 

my opinion is that the Health Department could go in and 

condemn it as a health nuisance, not to acquire title. I 

understand then you would have to proceed under the statute, 

j to acquire the land, that the Health Department could not, 

I 
being an agent of the City, condemn it to acquire the land. i 

That would have to be done by the Mayer and City Council 

of Baltimore. 

Q Mr. McAllister, there seems to be some conflict 

between your testimony and the testimony of Mr.Hamlet and 

I 
also Mr. Armacost yesterday. You were here when Mr. Armacost 

l 

was examined yesterday? 
II . ■ ' : ' 1 ’ .... 

A Yes, I was. 

Q. During the course of his testimony he stated that 

|j Mr. Anderson was the only party he had any communication withi 

in regard to that. You tell us today that you did visit his 
i ■ j 

office and explained to him his duties and things of that 

J ' ' ' : 'v ■ '.v V. 
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nature. Would you like to revise your statement or do you 

think he should revise his statement? 

A Well, I don't know whether — 

THE COURT: I don't think this is proper. I think 

he said when Mr.Armacost was employed to do the work he 

went to see Mr. Armacost and told him what his duties were 

as far as work was concerned, and so on. I think that was 

your testimony, wasn't it? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, that's right. 

MR. COCKRELL: I specifically asked Mr. Armacost 

or someone asked whether or not he had any contact with any- 

body else regarding it and he said no, his only contact was 

Mr. Anderson, then he qualified it and said two other people 

who were employees. 

THE COURT: I don't think Mr. McAllister meant 

that he was going to tell Mr. Armacost how to do his work. 

Is that it? 

THE WITNESS: That's right, sir. 

THE COURT: That is my impression. 

THE WITNESS: Naturally there was a serious 

obligation and I thought it was fair to point out what they 
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were. 

Q You say you have this statement that was taken, 

may I see that? 

(Paper handed counsel.) 

Q After this statement was taken did you ask Mr. 

Hamlet to initial it or sign it? 

A No, because it was taken in shorthand and typed 

after he left. I could never get Mr. Hamlet to come to my 

office after this. 

Q I understand also that you questioned him 

individually as to the previous proceedings? 

A What previous proceedings? 

Q I think that was your statement. Was any mention 

made -- -why wasn't any mention made of the statement that 

he had made at that proceeding, was there any particular 

reason? 

A We were primarily interested in that case in 

the matter of showing a nuisance and abandonment, and it 

was held up for several days -- I don't know how many, but 

Mr. Baxter did permit time to have Mr. Hamlet come in. 

Q Also, Mr. McAllister, did you ask Mr. Hamlet for 
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any undertakers? 

A I don't know specifically other than what is 

down here, that we were not in possession of any information 

that would permit us to find out any of the certificate 

holders, and absolutely we were unable to get it from Mr. 

Hamlet. 

Q So you did not ask him specifically for the 

names of undertakers, did you? 

A I don't know whether I did or not, but certainly 

the questions asked Mr.Hamlet would embrace an undertaker, 

or anybody for that matter. 

Q What about Mr. Kaufman, did you question him 

regarding his knowledge of anyone that might be contacted? 

A Certainly I did. Yes. 

Q What was his reaction towards helping you to 

discover these lot owners? 

A He was very cooperative and wanted to help and 

he couldn't give us any information in the preparation of 

the papers. Mr. Kaufman's records had been lost or destroyed 

Q He couldn't give you the name of any undertakers 

or any individuals. Did you question him specifically along 
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those lines? 

A Suppose we had been given the name of an under- 

taker for somebody that had been buried years ago, with the 

change shift in population about that time, it would have 

still in my judgment not helped us, not to give the name of 

an undertaker to go there because -- Mr. Hamlet, if I recall 

correctly, had said no burials had been made here in twenty 

years. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Objection. 

MR. COCKRELL: I don't think Mr. Hamlet said that. 

MR. MYLANDER: I think, in view of the reference 

to this paper, I should request that it be put in evidence 

by the other side. 

MR. COCKRELL: Your Honor, they are bringing in 

a paper unsigned -- 

MR. MYLANDER: It has been referred to to such 

an extent I think the record should be in evidence. 

THE COURT: Yes, I suppose that is correct. I 

don't think there is any real objection to it. He has 

testified to what is in the paper. Have it marked as a 

defendants' exhibit. 
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MR. MYLANDER: No., not as a defendants' exhibit. 

The defendant isn't putting on a case. 

MR. HUGHES: I think it should be asked whether 

or not he has ever shown that paper to Mr. Hamlet. 

THE WITNESS: No, I have not. 

MR. COCKRELL: Your Honor, we are not interested 

in having that paper in evidence. 

MR. ATWATER: Your Honor, the rule says when a 

paper is demanded and it is produced at the trial table, they 

are required to put it into evidence. 

THE COURT: Yes, the paper is in evidence. It 

has been referred to and he has been examined on it, so it 

does become part of the evidence. I think the paper should 

be marked as an exhibit. 

MR. ROBINSON: We didn't see it, may I see it? 

(Paper handed counsel.) 

MR. ROBINSON: I think the rule is if counsel 

uses it, but none of us has used it. 

MR. HUGHES: I read some portions of it. 

THE COURT: I think it is in evidence. Mr.Hughes 

used it for cross-examination. 
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(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 39.) 

Q Mr. McAllister, after the bulldozers went to 

the cemetery for the purposes of changing the character of 

it, it has been testified that several lot owners got in 

touch with you. Has any effort been made by you or the 

McKamer Realty Company, or anyone else associated, to get 

these lot owners together and to compile a list of their 

names so that this matter could be straightened out? 

A As a group? 

Q Well, individually or collectively. 

A I would like to say this; that after the 

publicity occurred in this matter the undertaker, at my 

request, referred the complaints to me. I made a list of 

all complaints I received. I have received some letters, 

three or four or five letters, making inquiry, which had 

I ■ ■ 
been answered. I have called up persons on the telephone 

il and tried to identify the location of their ancestors. 

|| Mrs.Scott testified that she thought her mother or one of 

her ancestors was still in the cemetery. I contacted one 

of the men that worked there and asked him to meet Mrs. Scott 
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out there. I would say I have tried to cooperate and help 

in the location. As I say, it has not been completed. With 

the proceedings and other things that have occurred here, 

it is deterred temporarily, and this is the completion of it. 

Q You heard the testimony of Mrs. Brooks, who 

said she called you up after she had contacted Hamlet and 

told you she could find three hundred people. Would that be 

a correct statement? 

A Mrs. Brooks? 

Q That she had been connected with an organization 

A Three hundred certificate holders? No, I don't 

recall that she told me that. 

Q Do you remember a conversation with a woman who 

said she was connected with an organization that could locate 

them? 

A They could locate the holders of three hundred 

certificate holders? 

Q That she was connected with an organization 

interested in Laurel Cemetery. 

MR. MYLANDER: As of what time? 

Q As of any time since the matter has changed the 
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character of Laurel Cemetery, since that matter took place. 

THE COURT: Do you recall any such conversation? 

THE WITNESS: No, Your Honor, I do not. 

THE COURT: Anything else? 
I 

MR. COCKRELL: No further questions. 
i 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mr. Robinson: 

Q Mr. McAllister, I was interested in a question 

the Judge asked you. If I am correct you said a deed was 

passed by the Trustee, Mr. Anderson, who then did something 

with it. May I ask you wasn't one of the purposes of filing 

that petition in the Circuit Court to have a trustee appointed 

to convey the property and actually the Trustee conveyed it? 

A Mr. Robinson, I don't understand your question. 

I will try to answer it if I understand it. 

Q I was trying to say if I understood you, I thought 
I ' 

in answer to a question Judge Sodaro asked you about owner- 

ship — 

A Ownership of what ? 

Q Of this property. 

A What property? 
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THE COURT: Eldersburg. 

MR. ROBINSON: Oh., Eldersburg. I thought you 

referred to Laurel. 

THE COURT: Oh, no, no. 

MR. ROBINSON: Oh, then I was mistaken about that. 

Q May I ask you this? You say that ownership of 

the Laurel Cemetery was willing to take whatever expense is 

involved and get out. 

THE COURT: I think he was talking about the 

Referee, who told him he wanted to get rid of it and just 

take care of his commissions and court costs. 

MR. ROBINSON: I was wondering if that offer 

still stands. 

THE COURT: Oh, we have enough trouble now. 

Q Is it, Mr. Mac? 

MR. ATWATER: I object to that. 

A It has nothing to do with this case. 

Q Certainly not. Mr. McAllister, you referred to 

a letter here of April 1, i960. Plaintiffs' Exhibit 34, in 

which it states -- letter was signed by you -- it states: 

"In order to ascertain the names of all persons in interest 
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it would necessitate a checking, in addition to the books 

I 
and records of the cemetery, the names and all the monuments | 

[ ' : • 
and markers, and interviewing the heirs of the various 

owners of the lots and the heirs of the persons buried there.j" 

A Yes, sir. ; 
! . • ' I 

Q Wouldn't it seem to you that the same procedure | 
; ■ ■ . . ■ 

should take place with respect to the effort of whoever the 

purchasers were to dispose of that cemetery before they 

came into this Court to sell? 

A I don't know. They are entirely different 

things. I don't know. 

THE COURT: Are you referring to the letter of 
H; ., . ■ ■ . ' ■ : • • : - ' " ; • I 

I; 1950? | 

MR. ROBINSON: It has a piece of advice as to 

what they would have to do. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Plaintiffs' exhibit number what? j 

MR. ROBINSON: Plaintiffs' Exhibit 34. 

MR. ROBINSON: I wondered if there would beany 

different procedure under the statute that you had filed 
I; ’ ' *’• .• . ' 
I • , ■ . . 

suit in and what would be the procedure if the urban renewal, 

or whatever it is, wanted to take the property. 
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THE COURT: Exhibit 3^- is a letter that was 

signed by Thomas N. Biddison and Mr. McAllister addressed 

to Mr. Steiner. 

MR. ROBINSON: Yes, sir. He is giving advice 

as to what it must do if they want to take the property and 

part of it is what I just recited. 

THE COURT: All right, what is the question? 

Q The question is shouldn't the procedure have 

been the same with respect to the petition that was filed 

in this Court to get the names from the markers and monuments 

and the names of heirs — 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, I think he 

is asking for something that is essentially a provision of 

law. 

THE COURT: I think he wants to ask him did you 

follow the procedure in this case that you recommended to 

Mr. Steiner in 1950. 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, I want to answer your 

question but I really don't know exactly what was said in 

that letter at this time. I will say this, that this letter 

came from the City Solicitor in answer to Mr.Steiner and 



: Y 

.'-vr s ej Sic :^rxK)0 

.O;-:. :v - ! . C.^S dO’U. Cf):: r. i-.r-p T,-, i GtfiC *? 'i . fi-.. >sy: 

‘Ig:Y . T": 03 

ja.;’7DS :3Y.yj- ■!:' ,'xJ ta©^ : :yY:y3IS';H Ju;/s . 

uis v;;-!-r a'l,-: 9.>:!.sd oy ,;i; v, ro.'.'g- 3. Y or. 33;^'! a'i oouw oo a* 

:. 3Y:i?r-Si, 3J- "10 kf‘j;.j:;. 

cw zeoL.'o a 1: v- :.lm :TgjOo .SiH? 

ovy-u 3!i; .,;;.:pOTq -3r!3 j ' rifeiiiOfia el,-ftoi.^a00p' r / p 

■ - L_: .i. Y.C-- GBrtet KOJY:3 :i 9rf-j' Ovt i'-i Y' '3 G" d.C} 3 3 ■.jiT.SO . 302 YOu; 

jOH* DO.-J o' -‘zi V,. 3V Ov? .-C.XCK 

ac3.; 3ti x o a ;$x b a ^ .1 r: 6:: .3 

. J“t vlv. .. ? f, “■ ; X. i.'' « 

■ I.'t ,i C. »i, v ::03l0l3 0SO:S '101 pi 

'. «•;. <; r-rf! /-J 

. *v/ ; jw.'i'.‘•.‘.‘ij.-jw-.; r;r ii.:: o*ioi,ooOfiq edit viol 

P. •X3:Ii 

X..V • V M:. V- ' 0 x.,: .joy- : <..ysmw sho- 

i Yiliv \:, ;.3,-OX3 T r d'Gd' itoix'GSop 

-■ -■ .vj S ■ - C- S.- '’1 - J C . j.- airier-as ;i9; 

:' • O' 2,'-r--.,18;4.' HCO.. ‘YO.xD 3.13' YIO^'l 



784 

was based on certain facts presented as to the speculation 

of the number of burials and other various things had fitted 

in with the urban renewal. In my opinion, you have a differ- 
' . • I 

ent situation in that than we have in this case. 

Q If I may, with respect to the effort to contact 

) owners or descendants of the owners, don't you think the 

procedure should be the same to contact those owners or 

descendants and compare them with the names on Monuments? 

A I think in every case there should be a diligent 

effort to find the persons in interest. I agree with that. 

Q Now, Mr. Mac, in Plaintiffs' Exhibit 32, letter 

of June 18, 1957, to the President of the Board of Estimates, 

letter signed by you and Mr. Riccuiti, Acting City Solicitor. 

In it it says: "The records show fee simple title to the 

land taken by the City from Laurel Cemetery was owned by the 

Federal Government under deed to it from the cemetery follow- 

ing condemnation. When the title was examined at that time 

the title man evidently overlooked on the records the title 

deed to the Government." That was correct then, wasn't it? 

THE COURT: Yes, he saw the two deeds there. 

A Yes. 
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Q I mean this letter was written before those deeds 

were executed, wasn't it? 

A What deeds ? 

Q The deeds we brought from the Record Office here. 

They were brought down from the Record Office, 

deed from the cemetery to the Government and quit claim deed 

to the cemetery. 

A Mr. Robinson, the deeds brought down from the 

!j Record Office were copies that were made of the -- 

Q I mean this was written before the Government 

executed a quit claim deed. 

I 

ji THE COURT: Oh, yes, that letter was June 18, 

| 1957/ and the deed was dated August 12, 1957, so it was before. 

Q Anyway, in here is when the City decided the 

Government had a fee simple claim and as a result of the 

recommendation, the Board of Estimates authorized payment, 

is that correct? 

A Mr. Biddison said, get rid of the case, settle it, 

and there was a difference in the title, whether it was fee I 

simple or whether it was leasehold, and they are right, as 

I see the word "fee” there, and that's it. I might say there 
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Is other information I believe somewhere in this file that 

Mr. Walecky had ruled there were only burial rights in these 

Government lots. 

Q Then your title man overlooked this thing -- 

A NOj that was after it came to the attention of 

the Government and the Government had been pressing for 

settlement. 

Q I wonder how the Government first contacted the 

City? 

A Have you ever had any contact with the Government 

or matters with them? 

Q Did you see the deed that was brought down from 

the Laurel Cemetery to the Government,, being 60 lots in one 

and 344 in the other? 

A Do you mean originally? 

Q Yes. 

A I glanced at one of the copies. 

Q As part of the duties of your office, you did 

use the words "conveyance in fee simple" from the Government 

to the Laurel Cemetery, didn’t you? 

A I didn't read it carefully, I glanced at it here. 
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I don't know whether it said fee simple or not. 

Q It said that and assuming the deed just read 

from the Laurel Cemetery to the Government, "Fee simple with 

the right” -- 

MR. ATWATER: I would like to have the deed 

read, four Honor. I object to the question. 

A I think I can explain it. 

MR. MYLANDER: I think the deed speaks for itself 

and this is improper cross-examination. 

THE COURT: Go ahead. 

Q Assuming that the deed referred to from the 

Laurel Cemetery to the United States Government read: "In 

fee simple with the right to sell and dispose," and so on, 

and that actually the Laurel Cemetery covenanted to defend 

the title -- 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court pleases, I object. 

Certainly no sensible answer can respond to that question. 

THE COURT: He hasn't finished his question. 

MR. ROBINSON: I don't know. You sort of took 

charge, didn't you? 

THE COURT: Go ahead, Mr. Robinson. 
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Q That said deed actually was worded to that effect, 
1 

that a conveyance in fee simple to the Government was given, 

would you now contend that the Federal Government did not 

have a fee simple right in that property? 

THE COURT: Do you object? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. 

THE, COURT: Sustained. 

MR. ROBINSON: Do we have one of those deeds here? 

THE COURT: There is no dispute about the deeds, 

Mr. Robinson. They speak for themselves. You are asking 

Mr. McAllister to decide a question I have to decide. 

MR. ROBINSON: No, it isn't that. Judge. Here 
I - ' ' ' 

is a man that has vastly more experience than I expect to 

have. I am using him as a witness in order to be of service 

to the Court on the question of title. He is a very exper- 

| fenced man and I have respect for his knowledge of it. 

MRS. MITCHELL: May I ask the indulgence of the 

Court to get this deed, because this is pertinent to our case? 

Q While she is looking for the deed, I will ask 

|j you this: In your answer — 

MRS. MITCHELL: Here Is one, Mr. Robinson. 
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MR. MYLANDER: What is this you are referring to? 

MRS. MITCHELL: These are exhibits and the 

! exhibit number is at the top. It is Plaintiffs' Exhibit No. 

21. 

Q Mr. Macj down here, whatever clause you call this!, 

and the said Laurel Cemetery Company does hereby covenant 

to and with the said Francis — I can't make out the name -- 

1 
his heirs and assigns, of the granted premises in fee simple 

! forever and they have the right to convey the same for 

! purposes covered and it will warrant and defend the same. 

From your experience as -- what is the title -- a man 

experienced in conveyancing, what interpretation would you 

! give to that? 
* 

MR. MYLANDER: I object to that. 
i : 

THE COURT: Sustained. Mr.Robinson, if you are 

I going to use an expert you cannot accept him as an expert 

and not be bound by his answers. You might get an answer 

that you don't like. You are asking him to give me his 

expert opinion of his interpretation of that instrument, 

which is something I have to do. 

MR. ROBINSON: Well, I know that, sir. 
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Q May I ask you this? As an experienced real 

estate conveyancer, if you were to convey property in fee 

simple, would you word it differently than it is there? 

THE COURT: Are you objecting? 

MR. MYLANDER: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

A I would word it differently, yes, sir. 

Q I notice in the answer here or part of it says 

you are proceeding under Article 16, Sections 119 and 120 

of the 1957 Editicnof the Code, is that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q You went under both? 

A Both. 

Q One section refers to approximately 100 percent 

-- what do you call it -- deserted, doesn't it, and the other 

only 75* May I ask you this? Do you know who drew the Act 

that was presented to the Legislature? 

A No, sir. I was asked that and I don't know. 

Q Weren't the new owners interested in some way 

of disposing of this cemetery other than what was stated in 

Section 119? 
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THE COURT: That is a hard question to answer, 

| Mr. Robinson. 

Q. I mean you all actually had conferences to 

consider what you could do with the property you bought, 

didn't you? 

A We had conferences before we bought it, as you 

call it. 

Q You knew you could not do anything with it as it 

was, with bodies out there, didn't you? Being neighbors 

objected to public projects what did you expect to do with it^l 

THE COURT: Everybody agrees they bought the 

property for an investment, to make a profit. They did not 

buy it for charity. 

MR. ROBINSON: May It please the Court, they 

had to have something in mind because it was useless as it 

was and the Bankruptcy Court said it was of no value. 

i ' :? i ' ■' i’ ' ' 7; 
Q Did you all know anything about a Bill that was 

Introduced that changed the right of the City, to to speak, 

f ; v"- • ” ? ■■■ '■ 
from 100 percent abandoned to 75 percent? 

t 
A Of course, I knew there was a Bill in the Legis- 

lature but I didn't have any participation in any part of its 
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introduction or drafting of it. 
: 

MR. ROBINSON: All right, that is all. Your Honor; 

I have the record here which says the Court of Appeals will 

take judicial notice. If it reaches the United States 

Supreme Court, I understand they don't take judicial notice 

of the State laws and you have to introduce them. That being 

so, for the record, as best we can we are getting into the 

record here Section 119 of Article 16 of the Maryland Code, 

which is headed here "Sale of Burial Grounds". 

In addition to that. Section 165 of Article 23 

entitled "Certificates of Title to Land", which refers to 

cemetery lots. Also, sir, I think we ought, in order to 

preserve the record, to have in or some part of the original 

charter of the Laurel Cemetery, and we are particularly 

interested — we have a photostatic copy. I have never 

seen the original. 

THE COURT: What is it, Mr. Robinson? 

MR. ROBINSON: It is the original apparently 

incorporation of the old Laurel Cemetery itself, the first 

one under which some of them had bought lots. 

MR. MYLANDER: I object to it because of its 
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lack of relevancy. 

MR. ROBINSON: We contend it does have relevancy.1 

May I have it marked as an exhibit? 

(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 40.) 

THE COURT: Anything else, Mr.Robinson? 

MR. ROBINSON: Nothing else, Your Honor. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mr. Bearing: 

Q Mr. McAllister, just when did you find these 

records were missing? 
i 

A These burial records of the lot owners of Laurel 

Cemetery, the records that were in the possession of Mr. 

Kaufman ? 

Q That's correct. 

A I don't recall exactly what date. It was when 

we were getting ready to prepare the proceedings. It was 

sometime before that. 

Q That would have been in 1957? 

A Let's see. It could have been In 1957. The Bill 

was filed on the lOtb of December. 

j 
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Q When you were preparing for the proceeding you 

found out that these records had been misplaced*? 
' 

A Yes. 

Q What effort did you make to locate these records?! 

A Well,they were in the possession of Mr. Kaufman. 

We asked Mr. Kaufman to make a diligent search, which he did, 

and said they could not be located. 

Q Didn't these records strike you as being rather 

important since Mr. Kaufman has testified that the names and 

addresses of these people are on these records? 

A I don't think he testified to that effect. 

Mr. Kaufman testified, if I recall correctly, that the records 

were in very bad condition; deteriorated, stained from 

moisture and condensation. One had a big hole that you 

could put your fist in. 

Q Don't you remember, to refresh your recollection, 

under cross-examination by Mr. Mylander he testified that 

the names and addresses of the original grantees or purchasers 

of this property in these certificates or deeds that we have 

' 7' ■ • 
here, were on those records? 

A I don't recall that, I don't recall that. 
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Q You had available to you at that time about 150 

or possibly 400 names,, isn't that correct? 

A At what time ? 

Q At the time you were preparing for these pro- 

ceedings under Section 120 of Article 16 of the Annotated 

Code of Maryland of 1957. 

MR. MYLANDER: You are referring to names of 

deceased persons who have been buried there. 

MR. BEARING: That’s correct. 

A But that wouldn't have accomplished anything 

because these persons were dead, and certainly in my judg- 

ment, we wouldn't have accomplished anything by making them 

parties because actually they could not be parties. 

Q Doesn't the statute provide where the person is 

not known to be dead he can be sued in his name and the heirs 

of this person placed there? 

A We knew they were dead by going through the 

cemetery. The only records we could find were of the stones. 

Q How about those 150 names you had, did you know 

they were all dead? 

A The 150 names were gotten from the stones in the 



issaip 

'• '.C‘‘ 



796 

cemetery when Mr. Kaufman,Mr. Mercaldo and I walked through 

there. Certainly there was a stone there with a name on it 

and it was assumed that they were dead. 

Q, As I understand it, is it correct that the 

McKamer Realty Company was owned by Mr. Mercaldo, Mr. McAllister 

and Mr. Kaufman? 

MR. MYLANDER: Yes, we say that it was. 

Q This is for the record. 

A Yes. 

Q It is also in the record that Belair Enterprises 

Incorporated was owned by the same three individuals. 

A That's correct. 

Q It is also in the testimony that Mr. Mercaldo 

was the attorney for the Anderson Enterprises, isn't that 

correct ? 

A I think he said that Mr. Anderson and the corpora- 

' ' 
tion were a client of his. Yes, I think that is correct. 

Q Didn't it occur to you that this suit was a 

most unusual suit, where the same parties were being sued? 
■ 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. It is not unusual at 

all. 
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TPIE COURT: Let him answer. 

MR. DEARING: Your Honor, I think he should let 

the witness answer. 

THE COURT: Let him answer. 

A Well, I thought it was perfectly proper because 

it is customary. 

Q You felt it was in complete compliance with 

Section 120, is that correct? 

A That what was in the Bill that was drawn? 

Q No, this friendly suit I am talking about. That 

is, ail these folks of interest were the defendants and the 

claimants. 

A That it was in full compliance with the statute? ‘ 

Q Yes, sir. 
i;7 7- ■■ 

A Yes, I did. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I have some questions. Your Honor! 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

By Mrs. Mitchell: 

i[ 7: - ■ v ■' v 7 ' ■ 7 
Q Mr. McAllister, I will talk a little louder so 

Mr. Mylander won't have to move. Mr. McAllister, why didn't 

you list the names of those deceased which you found engraved 
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on monuments and headstones in the cemetery and their heirs ! 

in your Bill of Complaint or in the Order of Publication? 

A Mrs. Mitchell,, we felt it would accomplish 

nothing by putting the names of the persons on the stones 

and their heirs in the Bill. I believe there is a statement 

in the Bill or notification to unknown persons of heirs and 

so forth. 

Q So you did not list them? 

A We did not list them, no. 

Q But you had those nam.es? 

A We had about 150 to 200 names we had gotten 

from the stones when we went through the cemetery that one 

time. 

Q And dates of deaths in many instances? 

A Well, the year at least I would say. 

Q Now, Mr. McAllister, it has been testified here 

and there are exhibits in the record that you had consider- 

!i able investigation of the cemetery law in order to make the 

• j . . ' ' ' 
official recommendation you did to Mr. Ricciuti, upon which 

the City settled the claim of the United States Government 

!■. ' . 
against it? 
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A Yes. 

Q Then you were familiar with the trust respon- 

sibilities of cemetery owners, weren't you? 

MR. MYLANDER: Objection. That presumes that 

there are trust obligations. 

THE COURT: Overruled. Let him answer. 

A Could you repeat that? That I was familiar with 

the trust responsibilities of the owners of a cemetery? 

Q Well, you know under the general law that the 

owner of a cemetery corporation holds the land as a trust 

subject to the perpetual burial right of the lot owners, 

you know that, don't you? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object to the question. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

A I know this, that the owner of a cemetery -- 

Q Just answer yes or no. 

THE COURT: Give him a chance. 

A You said it in such way I would like to make some 

changes in it. I understand that the owner of the underlying 

fee in the land of a cemetery holds it subject to certain 

burial rights. Certainly. 





Q And you know further according to the general 

cemetery law as outlined in corpus juris secundum that a 

cemetery is not necessarily abandoned because there are no 

more burials there„ do you not? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object to the question. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, this is material. 

THE COURT: You are asking him to make a comment 

on some statement in corpus juris secundum. 

Q Well, do you know, Mr. McAllister, that a 

cemetery is not abandoned when burials have ceased to be 

made there ? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. 

A I would say this; there are factors that enter 

into it. 

Q But you do know this factor I have just given, 

just because there are no burials taking place In a given 

cemetery does not mean as a matter of fact that it is 

abandoned ? 

a 
A I would say it is/factor In the matter of 

abandonment. 

Q But it is not the only factor? 
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A It could be In certain instances in my opinion. 

The failure to bury In a certain cemetery for a number of 

years would be a strong Indication that it had been abandoned 

or could be. I am not saying that it is. 

Q If a cemetery is filled, would you consider it 

abandonment, Mr. McAllister? 

MR. MYLANDER: I object. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, I think this is 

material because we are alleging that these defendants had 

knowledge of their responsibilities, or should have had 

knowledge in this matter, both as City officers as well as 

in their private capacities as lawyers. 

THE COURT: Go ahead and ask him now. I hoped 

we could finish the case today. 

A VJill you repeat the question? 

(Question read by the Reporter.) 

A Well, it is filled and what else? 

Q That is all I want to know, when a cemetery is 

filled -- 

A Would I consider a cemetery filled? Yes, it is 

possible under certain circumstances. 
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Q There are many cemeteries which are filled which 

I 
are not abandoned^ is that not correct? i J 

A Some under certain conditions. 

Q Now., Mr. McAllister; I show you this photostatic 

copy of Exhibit No. 10; McKamer Realty Company versus Anderson 

Enterprises, in the Circuit Court of Baltimore City,filed 

May 27, 1958, Docket A-878, 1957. I would like to ask you 

I 
to examine it and will you tell me if that is a record of 

the proceedings as you know them that were taken before 

' ’ . . ' ' '' ,. 
Mr. William C. Baxter, testimony on the 24th day of April? 

i 

MR. MYLANDER: If the Court please, I object. 

A I don't know what this is. 

THE COURT: It is in the original file. 
I , ■ 

MRS. MITCHELL: It has been referred to again 
I 

| and again. 

ii ■ I 
THE COURT: I don't think there is any disagree- 

|i ment. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I would like to offer this in 

evidence at this time as Plaintiffs' Exhibit 4l. 
i 

MR. MYLANDER: I object to the offer of a copy 

when the originals are in the file of this Court. 
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THE COURT: They are in the file. 

MR. MYLANDER: There isn't any use cluttering 

up the record that way. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I would like to know whether they! 

are. 
' :■'# ,::V. v ; , - .L 

■ , . ; . 
THE COURT: I will permit you to examine them. 

I 
I have them right here. 

MRS. MITCHELL: My purpose is only to make sure 

they are in the record. If Your Honor tells me they are in 

the record., I will not introduce the photostats. 

| THE COURT: Yes, they are in the record. They 

are, as a matter of fact, part of the original proceedings 
; : " .■ ■ ' ■. ' 

that were filed and we will consider them as being part of 

this case. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Thank you. 

Q Mr. McAllister, from the files which you have 

brought into the Court, and I show you them, you see that 

is a worksheet and it consists of two pages stapled together?! 

■ ' ' ■ . ; ■ . i 
A Yes. 

Q On the first page are certain notations with 

, , 
the names of undertakers and cemeteries and the like. 
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A Yes. 

Q On the second page there are stapled together, 

on the second page under the title of "Witnesses" are a 

list of witnesses. 

A Yes. 

Q Beginning with Edward Hamlet, Mr. Motry, Mr. 

Molar and others. Is that in your handwriting? 

A Yes, it is. 

Q Are those notations which you made prior to the 

testimony before Mr. Baxter? 

A I don't know. Is there any date on here? 

Q I am asking you. Those two are clipped together 

by you and they have been stapled together. 

A I don't know. I don't know when they were made 

or at what time. 

Q Under the names of the witnesses it looks almost 

like they are proportionate there with the names of the 

witnesses attached on the second page, the witnesses who 

presumably were called before Mr. Baxter. Would it be 

correct to assume that the first page notations were also 

made at that time? 
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A Absolutely not. That was not stapled/ as far as 

I know, when I brought this in here. There were two separate 

papers. The first paper was when I was interested in finding 

for the trustee some suitable place for reinterment of the 

bodies. Here are notes of where I went to. Stockton Street 

about finding a cemetery. It was entirely different. 

Q I wish to assure you that these files have only 

been brought to trial -- 

A This was made up at a different time, I am 

positive of that. 

Q I wish to assure you that in no way have I or 

any of the counsel stapled or clipped anything in your files. 

They have only been brought into Court finally after request 

made to the Court for their production. 

THE COURT: Can I get in on this? You have 

kept me dangling and I am anxious to know the purpose of it. 

I (Papers handed to the Court.) 

THE COURT: Did you want to ask him any other 

! questions about this, Mrs. Mitchell? 

MRS. MITCHELL: Yes, I do. 

i THE COURT: All right. 
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Q You have examined these papers? 
| 

A Yes. 

Q And that is in your handwriting? 

A Yes. 

Q Would you tell me what this notation "Madison and 

Laurens A.M.E. Church, Reverend Mitchell" means in the corner 

of that paper? 

A Yes, if I remember, Mr. Hamlet was going there, 

I think he was connected with some cemetery company. I think 

that was the purpose of it. 

Q. Do you know that? 

A My recollection is that was the purpose of this 

note, that Mr. Hamlet was to go and contact the minister. 

I think the minister at Madison and Laurens Street A.M.E. 

Church was in some way connected with a cemetery and the 

purpose of it was for reinterment, to try to locate some 

place for reinterment. 

Q. It has been testified that Mr. Hamlet was in 

your office prior to the testimony before Mr. Baxter? 

A Yes. 

Q So if that note appeared on that paper then. 
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it must have been made 

Baxter. 

A When was the testimony before Mr. Baxter? 

Q Well, it has already been testified by Mr. Hamlet 

and Mr. Mercaldo that he was in the office, in your office 

before the testimony before Mr. Baxter, and I believe the 

testimony before Mr. Baxter also evidences that he had been 

in your office and you had been in touch with him. 
• .o--. :• • • v.-'.:'1 : . ' : . ■' - ' ■ 'y..: .■ • . 

■' 
A Mrs. Mitchell, may I say this — 

1 

Q Just answer my question. 

I 
A Can't I explain this. Your Honor? 

THE COURT: What is the question? 

Q The question is, if that appears there with 

regard to the church and minister, then it was in connection 

! with Mr. Hamlet's interest in contacting some minister and 

it has been previously testified that Mr. Hamlet was in 

your office before the proceedings and you said you could 

not get him to come back ? 

A Yes. 

Q Before the testimony in Mr. Baxter's office? 

A Yes. 
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Q, Therefore it Is proper to assume that these 

notations were made prior to the time testimony was taken 

hefore Mr. Baxter? 

A Not necessarily. Your Honors what I do, I have 

a habit of doing, is to have a pad of paper.. I may have 

written this part here down two weeks ago. I try to have — 

this bottom part a week ago or two weeks ago, at various 

times. That does not necessarily show that I did this all 

at one time. I have a lot of information and I jot it down. ! 

I draw squares. I have "Minister 417 Laurens Street comer 

Madison." Then I have down Samuel W. Sullivan and Kate R. 

Williams, Undertaker. 
I 

Q And what else do you have there ? 

A I have Mrs. Samuel Hemsley. 

Q Who is Mrs. Samuel Hemsley? 

A Undertaker, I guess. Now, I got calls and when 

people would call me in reference to where their ancestor 

was buried, I would make certain notes. I made all kinds of 

notes like this. I don’t know whether it was made at the 

' ' 
j same time. 

THE COURT: Mrs. Mitchell, may I ask a question? 
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I still do not get the significance of this line of question- 

ing. 

MRS. MITCHELL: The purpose is to show that there 

was knowledge, that there were conferences from which names 

of lot owners, that contacts could have been made to secure 

the names and addresses of the lot owners, descendants, if 

a proper and diligent and exhaustive and thorough search 

had been made. That is the purpose. 

THE COURT: All right. 

MRS. MITCHELL: I would like to offer this in 

evidence as Plaintiffs' Exhibit 42. 

(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 42.) 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, I would like to make 

an explanation. 

THE COURT: Let him explain. 

THE WITNESS: I want it clearly shown that the 

notes on that paper were made at different times. If you 

will go upstairs with me now I will show you a similar note 

on yellow paper, where I made a note today. They were made j 

at different times. I did not have the names of these under-i 
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takers here until after the trial of the case. The matter 

of the reference to churches and the minister, Mt. Zion 

was the name of a cemetery in Westport. I put here to go 

with Mr. Hamlet and the sexton lives on Stockton Street, and 

it is a note here. 

Q As a matter of fact, Mr. McAllister, when this 

action was filed on December 10th of 1957,this case moved 

right along with dispatch, it certainly did not lag like 

Mr. Kaufman’s bankruptcy proceedings for five or six years. 

THE COURT: That is argumentative. 
. ' ' v'“ - . 

Q As a matter of fact — 
' 

MR. MYLANDER: Your Honor, this is very harrassing. 

I will object. 

Q As a matter of fact, Mr. McAllister, after the 

suit was filed on December 10, 1957 -- 

MR. MYLANDER: Are you showing him something to 

look at? 

MRS. MITCHELL: No, I am not showing this, it 
i 

is to refresh my own recollection of the dates of the filing j 

of these proceedings. 

Q But, as a matter of fact, on December 10, 1957j. 
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this suit was filed, was it not? 

A It is admitted from the record. 

Q After the order of publication was issued and 

the certificate of publication was filed and the decree 

proconfesso was filed, which took in the normal course of 

procedure how many weeks? Approximately how many v/eeks 

did that take ? 

A I don't know, it is in the record. 

Q, Well, it was twelve, fourteen or sixteen weeks, 

was it not? 

A It is in the record, whatever the record says 

is it. 

Q So, as a matter of fact, on April 23, 1958, 

after the decree proconfesso was filed on April 14, 1958, 

you proceeded to go into Court to take testimony before the 

Examiner, Mr. Baxter, on April 24th. Now, you have 

previously testified -- is that not true? 

THE COURT: I guess it is, it is in the record. 

I wish you would try to bring in new material and I will be 

glad to permit the examination. But simply to rehash what 

is already in the record is not necessary. 



L} o 

i. X. o s) • ’ .Li'.iv 

., .1 

'O t’/S'I;.!: 

' ■ ' • / ' ‘V ‘ / \ 

lij r: , ;,,-'vx: I,:v; . ;:av; ok^r'':...r;.:;oC'sq 

V'. 1 .’.■■'ll i o:-;oo\v vK'fiK vk/ : '. ■•■•oo'ic 

“’oo.or- .vf-.is ;01 

K'oooo okk V-JO.CTK 3 1 I 

■'."' "V APtl; : i' ■ i ! j I 'Tl v 

k v,6K r;r 0r<3 OOV 03\3f0'; ■: ori silo o 

o • 

v 3<y.t o i 8fv 

,A 

: 1 > 

Sr ;.'. . Si 1 jocks ijj i..:-;,.rx: asiv ■.acc.r’xor'oo'T'; oo'i-oeb jo ci oscSi.o 

KJO JVXO.JOO ;. :.0.. SOC-o OCI “'XC.-OO. 

>0 . { : '•> ^3 

■r- ;. :' ■•i;j jr ■ r 'j'yy 

io o:so os? . ‘xM.". ‘xea/orts^P 

T, 1 1 ft A ’JO ;. x.f v; ■ Yj.5oo.,.o';ox 

. ...‘x.;-: i-oo ac 

'. i C i i Jv . c, >/ ;ti 

r- ,ni.yKif.n 'J J I’KVi'O 

vOt •or:' Olrf- jOiO’-'W OCT osir I 

siOror;. u /r. orW S osnoo'- :., 

0 00 0;X'Sx>0 8 L SfIOOO’Cf coco il.': ■..VC33,I.C0 q 



812 

MRS. MITCHELL: I will try to be brief. Your 

Honor. 

Q As a matter of fact, you bad conferences and 

Mr. Mercaldo had had conferences with Mr. Anderson, who was 

to be the trustee, prior to the time the suit was filed, had 

you not ? 

A That has been testified to,yes. 

Q And you knew what his duties would be, did you 

not, the duties of the trustee? 

A What his duties would be? 

Q, As a trustee. 

THE COURT: Did you tell Mr. Anderson what his 

duties would be as trustee? 

A Yes, sir, they were explained to him. 

Q Mr. McAllister, this is another file which you 

have brought into Court. 

A Yes. 

Q A list of persons who have made inquiry either 

in person or by attorney. 

A Yes. 

Q And I call attention to this pencil note as to 
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Mr. Adams, 1429 Madison, with the telephone number. Do you 

know approximately when that person was called? 

A It was after the publicity. Every record that is 

in here was after November 14, 1958. 

Q Then a Mrs. Mary Allen, 2315 Hunter Street. 

I think there is a date there November 25th. 

A Yes, all of them were after the publicity. 

Q Then a Mr. George Anderson. 

A Yes. And a Mr. William L. Fitzgerald. 

Q And Mrs. Edith Campbell on November 19, 1958, 

711 Dolphin Street? 

A Yes, they were all after the publicity. 

Q Mr. S. R. Sacker, this is your pencil notation? 

A That's my writing. 

Q And he called about his lot. Mrs. Grace Young, 

teacher. 

A I will admit they all called, yes. 

Q Mr. William L. Fitzgerald? 

A Yes, he called me and wanted to know if there 

was anything he could do to help me or assist me in this 

matter. 
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Q And Henry Evans,, 2544 Terra PIrma Road. 

THE COURT: He said all of those names called 

after the matter got into the papers. 

A All of them. 

Q There are approximately thirty altogether, are 

there not? 

A Between twenty-five and thirty, which I thought 

was a very good record. 

Q The undertaker testified that he did not finish 

removing the bodies until Monday of December 1958, is that 

correct ? 

A Whatever he did is on the file, his report. 

Q As a matter of fact, the trustee’s report was 

not filed until January 27, 4959.> is that correct? 

A Whatever it shows, Mrs. Mitchell. I don't 

know offhand. 

Q Did you at any time disclose to the Court or to 

anyone in these proceedings the existence of these lot owners 

aid their descendants? 

MR. ATWATER: I object. Your Honor. 

A No — 
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MR. ATWATER: I object. Your Honor. She Is sayin 

that as if there was some reason he should at that time. 

THE COURT: The answer is no. 

Q Mrs. Brooks testified she arranged to meet you 

at the cemetery early in November 1958, on the removal of 

her mother's body. 

A She claimed that it was still there. I am assum! 

that it was, but Mrs. Brooks thought it was there. 

g 

Q And she had called you? 

A She did. I talked to Mrs. Brooks several times. 

Q Now, Mr. McAllister, you heard Mrs. Brooks refer | 

to the cemetery in the new burial site in Eldersburg as a 

cornfield. Did you consider that an apt description? 

A I certainly would not. If you will look in one 

of the papers of the corporation you will find some pictures 

that were taken. Naturally, it had been planted with corn 

and it being new land, the corn had all been cut down to the 

ground, naturally there were some stubbles and things of that 

sort, and when some of the remains were being reinterred 

there were some stubble and cornstalks, naturally. However, 

the cemetery land there was graded as soon as it could be 
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done. It was during the winter when they were finishing 

up therej December 5th or thereabouts^ and it was very 

difficult to do anything. But as soon as anything could be 

done in the spring., it was done. 

Q Mr. McAllister, Mr. Clement Mercaldo testified 

before Mr. Baxter on May 16, 1958, in addition to the 

testimony to which you have also referred. 

A Yes, 

Q That there was a James Nichols who was a recent 

burial, who was buried there in December of 1957, December 

31, 1957. 

A I would like to say this -- 

Q, Did you make any attempt to secure the address 

of the lot owner of the lot in which he was buried or from 

the Health Department, Bureau of Vital Statistics? 

A No, we did not, and the reason for that is this; 

we were told by the neighbors that a body had been put there 

in the back around Christmas and it was pointed out to us it 

was put in a very shallow grave. There was about two or 

three or four inches or six inches of earth over it, a very 

small amount. Vie could not get the name so fast and I think 
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It was finally determined^ Mr. Mercaldo got this name from 

some of the neighbors and we did not contact with the Health 

Department. But that body was taken and is located at Carroll 

County. 

Q As a City Officer^ you are familiar with all the 

facilities of the various City Departments^ are you not? 

THE COURT: That is a broad question. 

A I can’t say I am, no, not all of them. 

Q Mr. McAllister, you are a lawyer of some years 

! standing, did you know Warner T. McGuinn? 

A No, I did not. I have heard of him. But I 

did not know him. 

Q You knew that he was a lawyer in Baltimore City? 

A I heard that he was a lawyer but I did not know 

■ ■ 1 

; him. 

Q Did you make any attempt or ask any of the 

colored lawyers whom you may know as to the whereabouts of 

j his descendants? 

A No, I did not. It did not occur to me at that 
: ... 

time. 
; I . ... ' ' • 

Q I believe you list him as one of the deceased 
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lot owners whose deed was of record? 

A That's correct. 

Q Did you know that Mr. Hughes was a junior partner 

of Mr. McGuinn? 

A No, I did not know it. 

Q For many years ? 

A No, I did not know that. 

Q Mr. McAllister, I show you this plat and this 

architect's drawing, have you seen it before? 

A It has been in the matter of zoning, I think I 

have seen it. 

Q And what is the date? What is the title of it? 

A Proposed Shopping Center for Belair Road Enter- 

prises, Inc. 

Q It shows on here, on this architect's drawing, 

that the architect was J. M. Berry. 

A Mrs. Mitchell, could I point this out to you? 

I had nothing to do -- 

Q You are an officer of the Belair Road Enterprises 

A I had nothing to do with this. We had counsel 

and you have some of the copies of the letters there. 

I 
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Mr. Nathan Posner handled this. I think I saw it, I am not 

sure, but he handled the matter of the zoning and I did not 

participate in it personally at all. Being with the City 

of Baltimore, I did not participate in this rezoning. 

Q You were with the City of Baltimore when you 

participated in the McKamer Realty Company's buying the 

cemetery? 

A Yes, that's true, but this is a different thing, 

where there had to be a City action. 

Q At the time you incorporated McKamer Realty 

Company and before Belair Road Enterprises was incorporated, 

which was during the time of the original proceeding in this 

Court, you had a plan for the development of this land? 

A That wasn't my plan. The Planning Commission 

has tried for years -- 

Q Just answer the question, Mr. McAllister. You 

had a plan — you say you bought this land for investment. 

A Not necessarily, it was to clean up an unholy 

situation and, of course, the monetary factor entered into it 

too. 

Q But you had a plan for the development of those 
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15-1/2 acres of land,, did you not? 

A As I understood itj the Planning Commission now 

has the practice before they will rezone a piece of land for 

commercial use, they want you to submit a proposed plan as 

to the development. In accordance with that procedure, that 

is the purpose of that, as I understand it. 

Q Mr. McAllister, when I asked you -- 

MR. MYLANDER: May I ask that it be marked and 

identified? 

MRS. MITCHELL: I subpoenaed these records from 

the City Planning Commission, Your Honor. 

MR. MYLANDER: You referred to it. 

THE COURT: Have it marked. 

(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 4-3.) 

THE COURT: Mrs. Mitchell, doubtless we won't 

be able to complete this case today. Have you any other 

witnesses? 

MRS. MITCHELL: There are just two others. 

May it please the Court, the representative of the City 

Planning Commission is here. With the permission of the 
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Courts could. I put hiin on tho stand to intnoduce sxhxbits? 

THE COURT: There Is no objection to it. 

MR. MYLANDER: I am insisting that it be put in 

as an exhibit. It has been referred to and the witness 

examined about it. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Let It be stipulated at the time 

there Is another document in the file which we subpoenaed 

from the City Planning Commission, which I would like to put 

in evidence. And, Mr. Mylander, if you will stipulate that 

tomorrow morning, when we resume, you will permit this being 

introduced into evidence without laying the foundation for 

it -- 

MR. MYLANDER: No, I object to all of this as 

being irrelevant. I ask that it be put in through this 

witness because it has been referred to by you and the 

testimony of the witness is unintelligible without it. 

THE COURT: I presume we will have to resume 

tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 3:55 o'clock p. m., an adjournment 

was taken until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning.) 
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MR. HUGHES: May it please the Court, it is my 

understanding that Plaintiffs' Exhibit 43., the plat which 

was introduced by Mrs. Mitchell yesterday, is in evidence 

and Mr. Mylander insists upon it being in evidence, as well 

as both sides. Am I right in that Mr. Mylander? 

MR. MYLANDER: Yes, I asked that it be put in 

evidence under the rule because it has been referred to. The 

whole line of testimony, however, comes under my general 

exception as to relevancy. 

THE COURT: Very well. 

MR. HUGHES: May it please the Court, it is, as 

I understand it, stipulated by and between counsel that these 
I 

are pictures which were taken at the new Eldersburg Cemetery,; 

Carroll County, on February 20, 1959; which I propose to 

introduce into evidence if there is no objection. 

MR. MYLANDER: I would like to state that a 

little differently. I have no objection to these on the 

ground they are not proven by the photographer and I don't 

i 
question the date, but I would still like to reserve my 

general objection as to their relevancy. 

MR. HUGHES: With respect to that, that wasn't 
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my understanding because we have subpoenaed the photographer. 

THE COURT: He is not objecting on that ground. 

This is under the general objection and under the general 

■' ' ’ ■■v - " I ' 
ruling that each of these exhibits are in subject to exception. 

MR. MYLANDER: That is correct. 

MR. HUGHES: Very well. Then I offer as Plaintiffs 

Exhibits 44, 45, 46, 47 and 48. 

(Photographs referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibits 44, 45, 46, 4? and 48.) 

MR. WILLIAMS: May it please Your Honor, there 

has been reference in the testimony here to deed from the 

McKamer Realty Company dated l8th of November 1957, to the 

Belair Road Enterprises, a quit claim deed of certain lots 

in the Laurel Cemetery. I have discussed it with Mr. Mylander 

and he has no objection to that copy which he has as being 

introduced into evidence as the original and the notations. 

MR. MYLANDER: I have no objection to the copy 

being introduced in lieu of the original. I have my general 

objection. 

THE COURT: Very well. 

MR. WILLIAMS: Then I would like to offer this 
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as Plaintiffs' Exhibit 49. 

(Document referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 49.) 

MR. HUGHES: May it please the Court„ rightly 

or wrongly., I have been accused or abused or it has been said 

that I am chief counsel in this ease. I pointed out to the 

Court at the outset I was retained the night before this 

case was heard. I had been in consultation before that time. 

Now X would like to make this brief statement^ if I might,. 

Your Honor. 

f All of these people^ and many of them aged^ have 

| come to this Court day in and day out and some of them may 

s have been under the impression, or many or all of them may 

have been under the impression that they would be called to 

the stand to testify as to their interests. The Court knows 

; and counsel know that in a question such as this, those 

people's feelings are apt to supersede their — well, what 

might be admissible in evidence. 

ij '? 
I want to thank the Court for its patience and 

I ■ ■ '.v- i 5. ’V’■' , : 

also counsel on the other side. Whatever I may have said, 

whatever they say or may have said, I am sure we understand 
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it. I arn in one case., as I pointed out to the Court. I am 

not in control or I do not decide what should be done by 

counsel in the other cases. But on behalf of counsel in the 

pending case, the Kermard case, I rest. 

THE COURT: Very well, Mr.Hughes. Mrs. Mitchell. 

MRS. MITCHELL: May it please the Court, I wish 

to move the Court at this time to strike from the admission 

into evidence in this proceeding the files of the Circuit 

Court of Baltimore City in the cases of Julia Jones versus 

McKamer Realty Company, 1959-A, Folio 266, File No. 39096, 

and Lillian Waters versus McKamer Realty Company, et al, 

1959-A, Folio 8276, file No. A-39107, which were tried in 

the Circuit Court of Baltimore City on December 17i 1959> 

for the following reasons: 

That the admission into evidence of these two 

cases In this proceeding is prejudicial to a fair and 

impartial trial of the instant proceeding. 

THE COURT: Isn't this a Bill of Review? 

MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, as I understand, at 

a previous session of this trial counsel for the defendants 

moved the Court for the introduction of those files in this 



-\,wp' 



82? 

proceeding. They were admitted subject to exception. There- 

fore, I wish the record to show the basis of our objection 

to its introduction and at this time to cite to the Court 

the reasons for our request to the Court to strike their 

admission into evidence. 

The second reason. Your Honor, is that these 

two cases contain judgments which are nisi prius rulings 

and not final judgments, which have been appealed to the 

Court of Appeals and should not be binding on this proceeding. 

And, further, that counsel for the defendants 

in this proceeding were also counsel for the defendants, 

who were the same party defendants in the other two pro- 

ceedings . 

THE COURT: May I interrupt at this point, Mrs. 

Mitchell? You have filed an appeal or you did file an appeal 

after these proceedings commenced, that is correct, isn't it? 

MRS. MITCHELL: That is correct. 

THE COURT: I was just wondering whether it would 

not have been better for you to have pursued your appeal 

because apparently some of the same questions were raised in 

the other proceedings that are being raised in this one. But! 
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I will hear you out. 

MR. HUGHES: I think. Your Honor, what Mrs. 

Mitchell is saying is that this matter is lis pendens and 

is still undecided and it cannot be ruled upon at this time. 

Of course, I cannot speak for Mrs. Mitchell. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Further, that the counsel for 

defendants in this proceeding were counsel for defendants in 

the prior proceeding, that the cases of Julia Jones and 

Lillian Waters were filed on or about the first of May 1959, 

when this instant proceeding was filed. That further in 

each of those cases there was only one party plaintiff. In 

this case there were twelve party plaintiffs, and the plead- 

ings specifically state that it was a class proceeding. 

That Attorney Dallas Nicholas was Chief Counsel in this 

proceeding and had a heart attack in the late fall of 1959. 

That at the time that counsel were proceeding to trial of 

these cases they knew that all of these cases involved the 

same transaction. They elected to try them separately, 

and on December 17, 1959, in spite of the request of plaintif 

counsel for a postponement until it could be ascertained if 

Mr. Nicholas would be able to try these cases within a 

fs 
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reasonable time after December 17, 1959. Whereupon defendants 

still refused to consolidate these cases for trial and elected, 

to try them separately on December 17, 1959^ and should be 

thereafter estopped from coming into this proceeding asking 

that the judgment in those two cases should be binding on 

this proceeding. 

When it was ascertained that Mr. Nicholas would 

be not in position to try this case^ Mamie Kennard comes 

within a reasonable time after December 17th and new chief 

counsel was secured and the admission of Mr. Hughes,, the 

appearance of Mr. Hughes was entered into this case. 

Therefore^ for those reasons^ may it please the 

Court, I move you, sir, at this time to strike the admission 

into evidence of those proceedings from this proceeding. 

THE COURT: Your motion is denied. Let's go on 

with the testimony then. 

MR. ATWATER: Your Honor, if that statement is 

made for the record, there are a couple items which I want 

to contradict. 

THE COURT: Yes, I will permit you to state your 

side. 
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MR. ATWATER: These three cases were set for 

trial on the same day. On the day before the trial, in 

' ' 
telephoning counsel I was informed that Mr. Nicholas was 

ill. I said of course we will agree to postpone the cases 

that Mr. Nicholas is in; that there are three separate cases 

with counsel in the other two, I should like to go ahead 

with the cases which are ready. 

To the best of my recollection, there was never 

a petition for consolidation filed by the plaintiffs in 

this case and I was not requested to consolidate them. I 

have stated previously that I was not opposed to consolidating 

them but it could not be done as of the day of the trial. 

At that time I requested that this Court proceed with the 

trial of the other two cases. 

MR. HUGHES: May I say to the Court that the 

request for consolidation comes from the defendants, not 

from the plaintiffs, and it is admitted by counsel that 

there was no request for consolidation of the cases, there 

was no order. So that the case in which my appearance is 

entered is separate and distinct from the other two cases. 

MR. COCKRELL: Your Honor, may I interpose here. 





831 

since I was in the other trial? Counsel for the defense 

contacted Mr. Griffith and had the cases set down for hearing 

It was the desire of counsel for the plaintiffs, all counsel 

for the plaintiffs, that all of the cases be tried together, 

that they be consolidated. There was a general agreement, 

no formal request was so made. 

When the case of Julia Jones and Lillian Waters 

came on for hearing, the understanding that I received from 

other counsel was that the other case, which was the major 

case and had more plaintiffs, would be tried later, that 

counsel for the defense had consented to have them tried 

later. On the day of the trial itself, counsel for the 

defense, well knowing that the Julia Jones case and the 

instant case were filed in this Court on the same date, same 

docket, and alleged in some instances the same facts, were 

pending before this Court, did not mention to the Court 

that the other case was pending. 

MR. ATWATER: I object. The three cases -- 

MR. COCKRELL: One moment. They did file answers 

to each case, they filed answers separately. I concurred in 

the decision taken by Mr. Nicholas and Mrs. Mitchell that 
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those two cases should be excluded from these proceedings 

1 and that the case at bar be tried on its own merits and 

| 
| placed before the Court. 

THE COURT: Very well. Not hearing any more 

| arguments^ the motion is denied. 

|: MR. ROBINSON: If the Court please,, will you 

indulge me -- 
I ' , . - ■ . . ' ' / ; ; '■ 

THE COURT: No^ no„ I have denied the motion. 

Let’s go on and try to complete this case before Easter, if 
. . 

we can. It seems to me I have been most patient and I think 
i • , . , I 

I have conducted this trial as fairly as is possible. So 

let’s try to bring it to a conclusion. Motion is denied. 
J 

Let’s go on with the next witness. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Exception. 

THE COURT: You may have an exception to all 

adverse rulings. Everybody has rested and the plaintiffs' 

!j case is closed? 

MRS. MITCHELL: Yes, sir. 

j| ' - 
MR. MYLANDER: The defendants will have no 

evidence to present. 
j • • ■ ■ . . r .. i 

THE COURT: Very well. The case has been closed.; 
3 
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' • ' ' ; . . , . •• • . ■ ' ■ - . 

| and may I confer with counsel In Chambers? 

(Conference in Chambers followed between Court 

and counsel, and the following proceedings were had: 

MR. MYLANDER: Of course, I will now renew my 

motion that the testimony of each of the witnesses, the 

entire testimony and evidence in the case be stricken as 

irrelevant. 

THE COURT: I will reserve my decision on your 

motion. 

MRS. MITCHELL: Your Honor, by an inadvertence 

the stipulation for additional deeds which was signed by 

counsel for the defendants this morning, we neglected to get 

them in at the opening of Court this morning and they will 

be Plaintiffs' Exhibit 50. 

(Documents referred to received in evidence as 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 50.) 

(Argument followed.) 
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March 4. I960 

RULING ON MOTION TO STRIKE 

The Respondents' motions to strike out testimony 

which was admitted subject to exception are hereby denied. 
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Fd. 7" July i960 

PLAINTIFFS EXHIBIT NO. 1 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit is missing from record. 

A-39097 (37) 





Fd. 7" July i960 

PLAINTIFFS EXHIBIT NO. 2 

A-4-24/1959 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit is missing from record. 

A-39097 
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LEARN TO DO YOUR PART IN THE PREVENTION OF DISEASE 
■r 

HUNTINGTON WILLIAMS. M.D..DR.P.H. 
COMMISSIONER 

ROSS DAVIES. M.D..M.P.H. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 

REED GAITHER 
SECRETARY 

SANITARY SECTION 
WILMER H. SCHULZE. PHAR. D. 

DIRECTOR 

BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL HYGIENE 
GEORGE W. SCHUCKER 

DIRECTOR 

Baltimore City Health Department 

November 6, 1957 Copy: Dr. Schulze 
Mr. Schucker 
Mr. Friedmann 

Mr. Clement R, Hercaldo 
City Solicitor’s Office 
Room 505, Court House 

Dear Mr. Mercaldo: 

This is in reply to your recent telephone request for a report concerning 
the Laurel Cemetery located on the east side of Bel air Road between 1:1ml ey Avenue 
and Cliftmont Avenue. 

Records of the Health Department indicate that complaints concerning the 
cemetery were received as far back as 1935 and have^continued through the present 
year. The complaints have primarily pertained to high weeds, rats and garbage and 
refuse on the property. 

Our inspections of the prooerty during the past ten years have generally 
shown the presence of weeds, rat infestations along the borders of the property and 
accumulations of trash and some garbage which had been dumped on the property. There 
are numerous sunken graves and other depressions on the property which might afford 
an opportunity for mosquito breeding, but on our inspections of the property we have 
not observed any water pooling in these depressions. In recent years the cemetery 
has been subjected to vandalism. The great majority of the tombstones have leen 
overturned or broken. A number of medium size trees have been cut down in addition 
to those which apparently had been blown down. 

The owners of the cemetery ware found guilty in Housing Court of failure to 
comply will Health Department notices in 19LB and in 192« 

During the latter part of 19U8 and the early part of 19U9, a portion of the 
property along Belair Road was cleared of undergrowth by a group of interested per- 
sons known as°the Laurel Cemetery Protective Association. In 1951 the cemetery was 
treated with a chemical weed killer by persons employed by the owners. In 1952 the 
owners had a section of the cemetery along Belair Road cleared of brush by hand re- 
moval and also had the cemetery sprayed with a weed killer. 

Since 1952 nothing has been done by the owners of the property to abate nuis- 
ances on the property. Some small fires have occasionally cleared part of the under- 
growth for temporary periods. The Bureau of Highways has cut weeds along the footway 
area and the Division of Rodent Control of the Health Department has serviced the 
property to control the rodent infestation. During the greater part of this period, 
the Health Department was unable to locate a proper person on whom a notice could be 
served, since the owning corporation was in receivership and no trustee had been 
appointed.. 

, _J 
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Hr. Clement E. Vercaldo - 2 November 6, 1957 

On October 31» 1957 an inspection of the cemetery vss made by Mr. John 0. Long 
of the Health department to determine its present condition. He found conditions 
essentially the same es disclosed by other inspections during the past fev years. 
The cemetery is generally overgrow with weeds and brush, trash and garbage has been 
dumped on the property and rat infestation was observed. Same of the graves have 
sunk to a depth of approximately two feet and could present accident hazards. 

The existingt conditions would, in our opinion, constitute nuisances within 
the meaning of Sect one 107 and 176 of Article 12 of the Baltimore City Code of 1950. 

Very truly yours, 

George 0. Motry 
Chief, Division of Community Sanitation 

GOM/js 

J3L 2 
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opy to: 

Mr. Schucker 
Mr. Sallow 

May 3, 1956 

Mr. William F. Hilganberg, President 
Board of Fire Coimissioners 
Gay and Lexington Streets 
Baltimore 2, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Hilgenberg: 

Just recently you telephoned me regarding the situation at toe 
Laurel Cemetery. In this connection and for your information I am 
enclosing a copy of the maitorandum from Mr. George W. Schucker, Director 
of the Bureau of Environmental Hygiene, in the City Health Department, 
which covers a recent inspection made of the Laurel Cemetery. 

Mr. William Sallow, Chief of the Division of Rodent Control, is 
planning to take some action in connection with the rat infestation 
that exists along the edges of the cemetery. This infestation is appar- 
ently due to carelessness on the part of residents in the disposal of 
garbage and in connection with bird and animal feeding. 

In view of your interest in this matter I thought you would like to 
have a copy of this report. 

Very truly yours. 

Director, Sanitaiy Section 

/ 
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INSURANCE MANAGEMENT SALES MORTGAGE LOANS RENTALS 

John g. Kaufman 

REALTOR 

lOO E. Pleasant Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 

Mulberry 8110 
September 16, 1943. 

Mrs. Anita C. Scott, Recording Secretary, 
The Laurel Cemetery Protective and Improvement Assoc., 
c/o Centennial Methodist Church, 
Monument & Sterling Sts., Baltimore, Md. 

Dear Mrs. Scott: 

Pursuant to our conversation and in accordance with your letter 
of the sixteenth instant, I hereby grant permission to your 
organization, the Laurel Cemetery Protective and Improvement 
Association, to arrange to clear Sections B and C of New Laurel 
Cemetery, in order that those sections of the cemetery may pre- 
sent a better appearance. This work is to be done at the sole 
expense and risk of the Association. 

Sections B and C are on the right- and left-hand side, respec- 
tively, of the entrance into the cemetery. i 

Vexy truly yours, 

PresJ ry 

Company 

JGK/g 

, t 
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FIRS’71 MFFTITIG OF THF 
DIRECTORS OF THF 

BFLAIR ROAD F’MTFRPRISFS, ITIC. 

Th» first meeting of th» Directors named in the Certificate 

of Incorporation of Belair Road Enterprises, Inc., was held at 

No. 36 Equitable Building, Baltimore 2, Maryland, at 2:00 o’clock 

p.m. on the 10th day of July, 19!??. 

Present were the following: 

David G. Rubens, Harold G. Kaufman and Jerome H. Bevy. Mr. Bevy 

acted as Chairman of the meeting and Mr. Kaufman acted as Secretary. 

The chairman presented the Certificate of Incorporation and 

notification by the State Tax Commission of the approval of the 

Charter. The Secretary was ordered to cause a copy of the Certifi- 

cate of Incorporation to be Inserted in the first portion of the 

minute book of the Corporation and to attach to these minutes the 

approval of the State Tax Commission. 

Upon motion by the Secretary, the stockbook was opened to 

subscriptions to stock of the Corporation. 

The Chairman presented to the meeting a proposal submitted 

by Messrs. Clement R. Mercaldo, Lloyd G. McAllister and John 

Kaufman, whereby they agree to purchase all of the stock of the 

Corporation at and for the price of Eighteen Thousand Dollars, and 

If the proposal is accepted, the stock is to be issued as follows: 

37^/c of all the shares to Clemfcnt R. Mercaldo; 
3?i^ of all the shares to Bloyd G. McAllister 

of all the shares to John G. Kaufman. 

After due consideration of the proposal, the following 

resolutions were unanimously adopted: 



I 



K :1J: That th«? Corporation accept th« offer of purchas 
r'ado to it by f’ . - - - - - - C-t'*ment it. fercaldo, Lie1 MeAliist»r and 
John G. Kai'fmanr and transfer tc them all of the stock 
of the Corporation at and for the price of ^irht-^n 
1 hose and Collars (^10,CCC.CC); and 

IT TjRxhCR That all of the stock of the 
Corporation be issu'd to Her.:ent R. Kerc&ldo, Lloyd G. 
McAllister and John C. Kaufman in the following propor- 
tions: 371 r to Clement R. Mercaldo; 271$ to Lloyd G. 
McAllister and to John G. Kaufman. 

The chairman then called for nominations for officers of the 

oor-porati.cn, whe re upon the following we re nominated and unanimously 

elect® d tc serve "or the ensiling year an ’ until their successors 

ai- e d uly elected and qua 1 i f y : 

President Cl»men t L. : > r c a 1 d c 

7i Vice-President Lloyd C. McAllister 

secretary & Treasurer John 0. Kaufman 

The Chairmar then submitted a form of stock certificate for 

adoption by the Corporation. Upon motion duly made and carried, 

the following resolutions were passed: 

.•.Tuo^/ 1 j: That t’n® form of stock certificate exhibited be 
ann the same is hereby adopted as the certificate to be used 
oy this Corporation; and 

jURTEIa RG^oLVdD: That the b«c:retarY cause a certifi- 
oate marked ''Car.pte:I fo be inserted in the minute book 
foliowinn the se minutes. 

The Chairman then submitted a form of seal, circular in 

design vith the name of the Corporation and the State of incorpor- 

ation inscribed around the outer edge, and the year of incorpor- 

ation in the center, whereupon the following resolution was passed: 

RTGOLV : That th* form of seal submitted be and th- same is 
hereby adopt®:'’ as the seal of the Corporation, and 

AT IT KTTM'.rnMr( hlMiLUGL': That the Secretary iskordered to 
affix the sTTe to the last page of these minutes. 

There being no further business, the Meeting was adjourned. 

oohn G. Kaufman, Secretary 
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FIRST MSSTING CF 
STOCKHOLDERS OF 

31LAIR ROAD ENTERPRISES, INC. 

The first meeting of the Stockholders of B^lair Road Enter- 

prises, Inc., was held at No. 36 Equitable Building, Baltimore 2, 

Maryland on the 25th day of July, 195® st 2:0^ o'’clock p.m. 

Present were the following: 

Clement R. ^ercaldo, Lloyd G.McAllister and John G. Kaufman. 

The Secretary presented to the meeting the resignation of 

Clement K. Mercaldo as President of the Company and upon motion 

July made and seconded it was unanimously decided that the 

resignation be accepted. 

Upon motion of John G. Kaufman the name of Benjamin J. Martin 

was submitted to act as President for the ensuing year. Upon 

motion duly made and seconded Mr. Martin was unanimously elected 

to act as President of the Corporation for the balance of the 

year. 

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned. 

John G. Kaufmart, Secretary 





J 

33C0JID MASTING OF 
THF STOCKHOLDERS OF THE 

3ELAIR ROAD ENTERPRISES, IHC. 

The Second ^ting cf the Stockholders of the Belair Road 

Enterprises, Inc., was held at No. 36 Equitable Building, Balti- 

more 2, Maryland, at 2:00dclock p.m. on the 16th day of October, 

13rp. 

The meeting was called to order by Benjamin J. Martin, 

President of the Corporation. The secretary then submitted the 

resignation of Benjamin J. Martin as President of the Corporation 

and upon mclion duly mad* and seconded it was unanimously voted 

that the resignation be accepted. 

Boon motion duly mad* and seconded by Lloyd G. McAllister, - 
'V 

the name of Clement K. Mercaldo was submitted to be nominated as 

President, and upon motion duly made and seconded, Mr. Mercaldo 

was unanimously elected to serve for the ensuing year, or until 

his successor is duly elect*! and quad ifled. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 

"John Kaufman, Secretary 
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FIRST MEETING OF THE 

DIRECTORS OF 
McKAMER REALTY COMPANY 

The firstmmeeting of the Directors named in the cert- 

ificate of incorporation of the McKamer RealtyhOompany was 

held at 404 Munsey Building, Baltimore, Maryland, at 2:00 

o'clock P.M. on the 15th day of January, 1957. Present 

were the following: 

Lloyd G. McAllister 
Clement R. Mercaldo 
John Kaufman 
Dorothy M. Klipper 
Mr. McAllister acted as Chairman of the meeting and 

Dorothy M. Klipper acted as Secretary. 

The Chairman produced the certificate of incorporation 

and notification by the State Tax Commission of the approval 

of the Charter. The Secretary was ordered to cause a copy 

of the certificate of incorporation to be inserted in the 

first portion of the minute book of the corporation and to 

attach to these minutes the approval of the State Tax 

Commission. 

Upon motion by the Secretary, the stock book was opened 

to subscriptions to stock of the corporation. 

The Chairman presented to the meeting a proposal sub- 

mitted by Messrs. John Kaufman, Lloyd G. McAllister and 

Clement R. Mercaldo, whereby they agreed to assign to the 

corporation in exchange for all of the corporation's stock 

an option to purchase at and for the sum of One Hundred 



4 



Dollars ($100.00), fifteen and one-half (l!?ir^ acres of land 

on the southeast side of Belair Road, and commonly known as 

"New Laurel Cemetery?. The ownership of said option Is In 

the ratio of 33-1/3$ to John Kaufman, 33-1/3$ to Lloyd G. 

McAllister, and 33-1/3$ to Clement R. Mercaldo. 

After due consideration of the proposal, the following 

resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

RESOLVED: That the corporation accept the assignment 
of the option offered to it by John Kaufman, Lloyd G. 
McAllister and ^Clement R. Mercaldo, In exchange for 
all of the stock of the corporation; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: that all of the stock of the 
corporation be issued to John Kaufman, Lloyd G. 
McAllister and Clement 38 Mercaldo on the basis of 
33-1/3$ to each; and 

BE ITKFURTHER RESOLVED. That the corporation exercise 
the option and take title to the 15>i acres of land on 
the southeast side of Belalr Road, commonly known as 
"New Laurel Cemetery”, and that title be taken In the 
name of the corporation. 

The chairman then called for nominations for officers 

of the corporation, whereupon the following were nominated 

and unanimously elected to serve for the ensuing year and 

until their successors are duly elected and qualify. 

President Clement R. Mercaldo 
Vice-President Lloyd G. McAllister 
Secretary John Kaufman 
Treasurer John Kaufman 

The Chairman then submitted a form of stock certificate 

for adoption by the corporation. Upon motion duly made and 

carried, the following resolutions were passed: 

RESOLVED, that the form of stock certificate exhibited 
be and tne same is hereby adopted as the certificate 
to be used by this corporation; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the secretary cause a 
certificate marked "sample” to be inserted in the 
minute book following these minutes. 





The Chairman then submitted a form of seal, circular 

in design with the name of the corporation and state of 

incorporation inscribed around the outer edge and the year 

of incorporation in the center, whereupon the following 

resolution was passed: 

RESOLVED, that the form of seal submitted be and the 
same is adopted as the seal of this corporation; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the secretary is ordered 
to affix the same to the last page of these minutes. 

The Chairman then stated that it would be advisable to 

authorize an officer or officers of the corporation to act 

for it in any and all matters permitted by law, whereupon, 

upon motion duly made and carried, the following resolution 

was adopted: 

RESOLVED: that the president be and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to act for and on behalf of 
the corporation in all matters pertaining to the corp- 
oration* s business ihcluding the right to execute any 
and all deeds, conveyances, releases or other instru- 

men mentswhich may be required from time to time. 

The Chairman states that the corporation must select a 

depository for its funds and suggested the Equitable Trust 

Compant as such a depository. . Upon motion duly made and 

seconded, the following resolutions were passed:: 

RESOLVED, that The Equitable Trust Company be and it is 
hereby designated as a depository of this corporation, 
and that funds of this Corporation deposited with said 
Trust Company be subject to withdrawal upon checks or 
other instruments of whatsoever nature for the withdrawal 
of funds when signed or drawn, on behalf of this corpor- 
ation, by the signature of any two of the following 
officers: 

President-Vice President and Secretary, and 

further, 

RESOLVED,that said Trust Company is hereby authorized 
without inquiry to pay and honor any and all such checks 
or other instruments whether drawn to the order of any 
officer or officers signing the same or tendered in 
payment of the individual obligation or deposited to the 





individual credit of any such officer or officers of* 
otherwise, in any manner for any purpose whatsoever, 
andkf urther 

RESOLVED, that any two of the following officers of the 
corporation, to wit: 

President-Vice President and Secretary are 
hereby authorized to borrow money and to obtain credit 
for this corporation from The Equitable Trust Company 
on such terms as may seem to them advisable, and to 
make and deliver to said Trust Company any instrument 
or instruments evidencing the indebtedness of this 
corporation therefore, and as security therefor to 
pledge and hypothecate with said Trust Company any 
property of whatsoever nature of this corporation 
including, but without in any way limiting the afore- 

goin going, securities and evidencies of indebtedness 
negotiable or otherwise with full authority to endorse 
or guarantee the same in the name of this corporation, 
and also in connection with any loan or pledge, to 
execute and deliver to said Trust Company any and all 
instruments of assignment and transfer, contracts, 
trust receipts and other documents of whatsoever nat- 
ure which may be required by it with or without the 
corporate seal; 

AND ALSO, to discount with said Trust company any bills 
receivable or negotiable papers belonging tonthiascor- 
poration with full authority to endorse or guarantee 
the same in the name of this trust corporation, and 
further 

RESOLVED, that the secretary of this corporation be 
and he is hereby directed to deliver to said Trust 
Company a certified copy of this resolution, together 
with a certificate setting the names and certifying 
to the signatures of the reippctive officers of this 
corporation, and that said Trust Company may recognize 
and deal with the officers whose names are set forth in 
said certificate and otherwise act upon the authority 
of these resolutions until the receipt by said Trust 
Company of a written notice to the contrary purporting 
to be signed by the President or Secretary of said 
Corporation. 

There being no further business, the meeting was ad- 

journed . 

Dorothy Clipper 
Secretary 
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Examined and approved by Committee. 

Reading Clerk. 

Chief Committee Clerk. 

By the CITY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE 

 195  

Read the third time and passed by yeas and nays. 

By order. 

Chief Clerk. 

Journal Pages 

First Reading  

Second Reading    

Third Reading  

Vote on final passage: Yeas. Nays. 

Introduced by Messrs. Byrd, Hergenroeder and Pica, by 
request of Belair Rd. Enterprises Inc., 334 St. Paul 
St. (2); John Gilbert Kaufman, Sa. 7-2216. 

- r-. 
City Council 2745 

ORDINANCE NO . .1.9.4. 12 
J9S9 

An ordinance to amend Sheets Nos. 37 and 38 of the 
Use District Map of Article 40 of the Baltimore City 
Code (1950 Edition), title “Zoning”, as revised by Ordi- 
nance No. 711, approved May 21, 1953, by changing 
from the “Residential Use District” to the “First Com- 
mercial Use District”, the property on the southeast side 
of Belair Road, northeast of Elmley Avenue, as outlined 
in red on the four plats accompanying this ordinance. 

By the City Council of Baltimore, March 16, 1959. 

Introduced, read first time and referred to the Board 
of Municipal & Zoning Appeals, City Planning Com- 
mission and Zoning Committee. 

By Order, James W. Mullen, Chief Clerk. 

By the City Council of Baltimore, April 20, 1959. 

Re-referred to the Committee on Zoning. 

By order, James W. Mullen, Chief Clerk 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 

Favorable. 

Jacob J. Edelman, Chairman. 

By the City Council of Baltimore, April 27, 1959. 

Reported favorably by the Committee on Zoning, read 
second time and ordered printed for third reading. 

By order, James W. Mullen, Chief Clerk. 

J 
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ORDINANCE 
1 

No  

ordinance +n n 
the Use District IMnd Sheets Nos 37 
more Citv cl'i,Map °f Article ^ and 38 of 
revised by Ordil1950 ^diti°n), title %the BaIti' 
1953 hv»u .anceNo 711 ’ Ue Zoning” aq 

t™t’botZa%Zc°m the 

sz safest ^ 

^ ^ zzxzt 

Section 1 » v 
g th>s or*nance. 

1953, be anrJ fi ance No. 7ll a '
tt Zoning”, as 

“* ™ tte C^i^Ave- 

Sec 2 A 
Passage of this ordi/Ur^er or(fained Thai- 
dence of the auth^T*Ce by the City ^ ■?P°n the 

hereof, and in nS ?Clty of Ue nJat.Su0-’ as evi' 
which are adm^ 1° give n°tice to th 1S a Part 

Uo said plats shaJ!1h er-ng the Zon St n aftments Uity Counci] be Slgned by the P?5 .?rdln*nce, 
the Mayor said n]1+°n apPr°va] of the Ue 

°f Ue City SVafr8 Sha]1 be ^ bv^T6 ^ 
shall transmit Baltlmore, and the n?7 tbe Mayor 
Ue plats uiu copy of the ordh? C’ty Treasurer 

Appe8,s'a 
aae and one of the plats 



(Page 2) 
i , C0T)Y of the ordi- 

2 ordinance snau 
3 passage. 

Approved. 

Mayor'ot'BaSore City. 

Presented to His Honor, the Mayor, 

day of 

195. 

Tames W. Mullen, Chief Clerk. 
By order, James 



ORDINANCE 

No  

An ordinance to amend Sheets Nos. 37 and 38 of 
the Use District Map of Article 40 of the Balti- 
more City Code (1950 Edition), title “Zoning”, as 
revised by Ordinance No. 711, approved May 21, 
1953, by changing from the “Residential Use Dis- 
trict” to the “First Commercial Use District”, the 
property on the southeast side of Belair Road, 
northeast of Elmley Avenue, as outlined in red on 
the four plats accompanying this ordinance. 

1 Section 1. Be it ordained by the Mayor and City 
2 Council of Baltimore, That Sheets Nos. 37 and 38 
3 of the Use District Map of Article 40 of the Balti- 
4 more City Code (1950 Edition), title “Zoning”, as 
5 revised by Ordinance No. 711, approved May 21, 
6 1953, be and they are hereby amended by changing 
7 from the “Residential Use District” to the “First 
8 Commercial Use District”, the property on the south- 
9 east side of Belair Road, northeast of Elmley Ave- 

10 nue, as outlined in red on the four plats accompany- 
11 ing this ordinance. 

1 Sec. 2. And be it further ordained, That upon the 
2 passage of this ordinance by the City Council, as evi- 
3 dence of the authenticity of the plat which is a part 
4 hereof, and in order to give notice to the departments 
5 which are administering the Zoning Ordinance, 
6 the said plats shall be signed by the President of the 
7 City Council, and upon approval of the ordinance by 
8 the Mayor, said plats shall be signed by the Mayor 
9 of the City of Baltimore, and the City Treasurer 

10 shall transmit a copy of the ordinance and one of 
11 the plats to the Board of Municipal and Zoning 
12 Appeals, a copy of the ordinance and one of the plats 



(Page 2) 

13 to the Planning Commission, and a copy of the ordi- 
14 nance and one of the plats to the Building Inspection 
15 Engineer. 

1 Sec. 3. And be it further ordained, That this 
2 ordinance shall take effect from the date of its 
3 passage. 

Approved. 

Mayor of Baltimore City. 

President of the City Council of Baltimore. 

Presented to His Honor, the Mayor, this 

day of 195. 

By order, James W. Mullen, Chief Clerk. 







LEGAL STAFF 

GERALD MONSMAN 
COUNSEL 

JOHN B. FOX 
D. J. MUSACCHIO 

ASSISTANT COUNSEL 
DONALD H. FRYE 
CONSTANCE K. PUTZEL 
CYRIL R. MURPHY, Jr. 
LOUIS SALZMAN 

LEGAL AID CLINIC OF THE 
SCHOOL OF LAW OF THE 
UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND 

LEGAL AID BUREAU, Inc. 
7 St. Paul Street BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BALTIMORE 2, MD. 
MEMBER OF THE COMMUNITY CHEST 

Telephone Lexington 5340 

In Reply Refer to No. 94830 

Novaraber 9, 1948 

J. MARTIN MCDONOUGH 
CHAIRMAN JUDGE W. CONWELL SMITH 
VICE-CHAIRMAN SAMUEL J. FISHER 
SECRETARY JUDGE ALLAN W. RHYNHART 
TREASURER 

JOSEPH BERNSTEIN 
C. KEATING BOWIE. Jr. 
WARD B. COE. JR. 
JUDGE WILLIAM C. COLEMAN 
GEORGE W. CONSTABLE 
MONSIGNOR JOHN J. DALY 
L. EDWIN GOLDMAN 
DR. MANFRED S. GUTTMACHER 
EDWIN HARLAN 
PAUL R. HASSENCAMP 
FRANKLIN P. HEARN. Jr. 
DEAN ROGER HOWELL 
PAUL R. KACH 
WILLIAM R. MCCLAYTON 
JUDGE CHARLES E. MOYLAN 
JACOB S. NEW 
h. larue parke 
J. GILBERT PRENDERGAST 
DOUGLAS H. ROSE. II 
CARLETON R. SHARRETTS. Jr. 
MARGARET S. WRIGHT 

Mrs. Anita Soott 
611 JI. Caroline Street 
Baltimore-5, Maryland 

Dear Mrs. Soott: 

After having the law looked up, I can report to you that there 
was nothing found specifically on cemeteries except matters of no interest 
to you and your organization. 

However, under the general statutes concerning nuisances (Md. 
Code, Art. 43, Sec. 49 & 50), it appears that upon the complaint of a medi- 
cal praotictioner or any two or more persons affected thereby of an accumu- 
lation dangerous to human health, upon a complaint of such to the local 
health department, said department can order an abatement thereof. Said 
statute also carries a fine of from $1.00 to $10.00 for first offenses and 
subsequent fines to $25*00. 

But to iterate, there was nothing found in the law requiring any 
particular plan to perpetuate the upkeep of cemeteries. 

Very truly yours 

LEGAL AID BUREAU, INC. 

Donald H. Frye 

Associate Attorney 

DHFjVS 



I ■ f 

/ 

y 

i 

r/ - ' 

■•;o 
t ' ‘ 

» 
4. 



^JuXcl %-/y /}-m 

/9s? 

T 

/U 

/■f '3fo9 l^so} 





LfA«N TO DO YOUR PART IN THT PREVENTION OP DISKASf 

HUNTINGTON WILLIAMS, M.D.,OR,P,H, 
COMMISSIONER 

ROSS DAVIES. M. D., M, P. H. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 

REED GAITHER 
SECRETARY 

Baltimore City Health Department 

SANITARY SECTION 
WILMER H, SCHULZE 

DIRECTOR 

Noveabsr 4> 1948 Insp:Friedmann 

Mr. John G. Kaufman, Pres. & 
New Laurel Cemetery Cojutk ny 
100 E. Pleasant Street 
Baltiatore 2, Aiiiryiuria 

Dear LIT. liaufaiaru 

As owner of the property 2301 blk, Belair Road 
Baltimore, Maryland, you are hereby notified, in accordance with the provisions 
of Ordinance No. 384, Approved March 6, 1941, as amended by Ordinance No. 902, 
Approved March 29, 1943, and of Section 148 of Article 16 of the Baltimore 
City Code of 1927, that this property has been inspected and has been found to 
be dangerous or detrimental to life or health. 

You are hereby ordered, in accordance with the city ordinances above 
referred to, to correct these conditions in accordance with the following speci- 
fications : 

1. To cut and remove tall grass aiid weedsdestroy poison 
ivy. 

2. Clean cemetery of all trash and garbage. 

3. Fi.:l in sunken areas created by tombstones 
sinking in Hew Laurel Cemetery. 

You are hereby notified to comply with the provisions of the city 
ordinances above referred to by December 31* 1948 • Failure on your 
part to comply with this notice will make it necessary to take action in 
accordance with the provisions of the law. 

GOMsMAL 
Beg. Mail 
Copiesi Mr. Schucker 

a»s Anita C. Scott, Sec. 

Very truly yours, 

O C\, ^\v 
k\ 
George 0. Motry 

CHef, Division of Coiamanity Sanitation 

Eh 102 , 
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BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

BUREAU OF VITAL RECORDS 

PERMIT FOR 

58 6883 

PERMIT NO  

BURIAL O 

FULL NAME OF DECEASED. 

PLACE OF DEATH_ 

3R pT^R^ggOSl'nON OF^J^AD HUM^NM BODY 

DATE OF DEATH_ 
3SS 

- BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 

_COLOR OR RAC 

HOC r DISPOSITION: 
DISPOSITION (NAME OF^CEMETI 

□ STORAGE 
□ DISINTERM 
□ REINTERMENT 

REfy A|rOR Y LOCATION ) 

a’A, 
CE OF REINTERMENT (NAME OF CEMETERY OR CREMATORY) (LOCATION) 

REQUIREMENTS OF THE BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT HAVING BEEN COMPLIED 

fAj^> 
(FUNERAL DIRECTOR OR PERSON ACTING AS SUCH) 

TO DISPOSE OF THE BODY OF THE DECEASED NAMED ABOVE. 

JUL 9 ~ 

h/Ms^UUUA-j M/j? 

COMMISSIONER OF HEALTH AND 
5F vitaTTbiatistics 

CEMETERY OR CREMATORY AUTHORI 

BODY WAS„ 
(STATE WHETHER BURIED, CREMATED, ETC.) 

LOCATION.. SIGNATURE^ 
(SEXTON OR PERSON IN CHARGE) 

SEE OTHER SIDE 

THIS PERMIT MUST BE ENDORSED BY THE SEXTON (OR BY THE FUNERAL DIRECTOR WHERE THERE IS NO 
SEXTON) AND RETURNED WITHIN lO DAYS TO THE REGISTRAR OF THE DISTRICT IN WHICH FINAL DISPOSITION TAKES 
PLACE. 

/Lg VS 1 52 



READ CAREFULLY 

FUNERAL DIRECTORS: A PERMIT IS REQUIRED FOR ANY MANNER OF DISPOSITION OF A DEAD HUMAN BODY 
INCLUDING INTERMENT, CREMATION, STORAGE, TRANSPORTATION, DISINTERMENT AND REINTERMENT. 

WHEN USED AS A TRANSIT PERMIT FOR TRANSPORTATION BY COMMON CARRIER, THIS PERMIT SHOULD BE EN- 
CLOSED IN A STRONG ENVELOPE ATTACHED TO THE SHIPPING CASE. NO SEPARATE TRANSIT PERMIT IS REQUIRED. 

BEFORE SHIPMENT BY TRAIN OR EXPRESS, THE BODY MUST BE EMBALMED. IF THAT IS NOT PRACTICABLE, THE 
BODY MUST BE ENCLOSED IN A TIGHTLY SEALED CASKET OR OUTER CASE. 

SEXTONS: IT IS UNLAWFUL FOR ANY SEXTON, OR OTHER PERSON IN CHARGE OF A BURIAL PLACE, TO PERMIT 
BURIAL OR OTHER DISPOSITION OF A DEAD HUMAN BO»Y BEFORE -A PROPER PERMIT IS DEPOSITED WITH HIM. 
THE SEXTON MAY ACCEPT THE PERMIT OF ANY STATE OR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AS AUTHORIZATION FOR 
BURIAL PROVIDED THE NAME AND LOCATION OF THE CEMETERY OR CREMATORY ARE WRITTEN THEREON. IN 
ALL OTHER CASES, THE PERMIT OF SUCH JURISDICTIONS WILL HAVE TO BE EXCHANGED FOR A NON-RESIDENT 
BURIAL PERMIT ISSUED BY THE BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 

ALL PERMITS MUST BE ENDORSED, RECORDED IN YOUR SEXTON’S REGISTER, AND FORWARDED WITHIN TEN 
DAYS TO THE REGISTRAR OF YOUR DISTRICT. v 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATIONS IS FROM $20 TO $ IOO FOR EACH OFFENSE. 
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BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
BUREAU OF VITAL RECORDS 

12C3S 

FULL NAME OF DECEASED 

PLACE OF DEATH 

DATE OF DEATH 

PERMIT FOR 

BURIAL OR OTHER DISPOSITION OF A DEAD HUMAN BODY 

(j J)* S»** 

□ CREMATION 
□ TRANSIT 

□ STORAGE 
□ DISINTERMENT 
□ REINTERMENT 

THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT HAVING BEEN COMPLIED WITH, PERMISSION IS 
HEREBY 

3IVEN TO — 

D ATE_ 

1ESS L__ ^ ‘^  ■ g';r   

COMMISSIONER OF HEALTH AND 
REGISTRAR OF VITAL STATISTICS 

& 

P E R  * >   
CEMETERY OR CREMATORY AUTHORITY SHALL FILL OUT SPACE BELOW 

(FUNERAL DIRECTOR OR PERSON ACTING AS SUCH) 
TO DISPOSE OF THE BODY OF THE DECEASED NAMED ABOVE. 

.19  

BODY WAS. 
(STATE WHETHER BURIED, CREMATED, ETC.) (CEMETERY OR CREMATORY) 

LOCATION SIGNATURE. 

SEE OTHER SIDE 

(SEXTON OR PERSON IN CHARGE) 

THIS PERMIT MUST BE ENDORSED BY THE SEXTON (OR BY THE FUNERAL DIRECTOR WHERE THERE IS NO 
SEXTON) AND RETURNED WITHIN ID DAYS TO THE REGISTRAR OF THE DISTRICT IN WHICH FINAL DISPOSITION TAKES 
PLACE. 
VS 1 52 

no 



READ CAREFULLY 

FUNERAL DIRECTORS: A PERMIT IS REQUIRED FOR ANY MANNER OF DISPOSITION OF A DEAD HUMAN BODY 
INCLUDING INTERMENT, CREMATION, STORAGE, TRANSPORTATION, DISINTERMENT AND REINTERMENT. 

WHEN USED AS A TRANSIT PERMIT FOR TRANSPORTATION BY COMMON CARRIER, THIS PERMIT SHOULD BE EN- 
CLOSED IN A STRONG ENVELOPE ATTACHED TO THE SHIPPING CASE. NO SEPARATE TRANSIT PERMIT IS REQUIRED. 

BEFORE SHIPMENT BY TRAIN OR EXPRESS, THE BODY MUST BE EMBALMED. IF THAT IS NOT PRACTICABLE, THE 
BODY MUST BE ENCLOSED IN A TIGHTLY SEALED CASKET OR OUTER CASE. 

SEXTONS: IT IS UNLAWFUL for any sexton, or other person in charge of a burial PLACE, TO PERMIT 
BURIAL OR OTHER DISPOSITION OF A DEAD HUMAN BODY BEFORE A PROPER PERMIT 5S DEPOS.'TIED WITH HIM. 
THE SEXTON MAY ACCEPT THE PERMIT OF ANY STATE OR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AS AUTHORIZATION FOR 
BURIAL PROVIDED THE NAME AND LOCATION OF THE CEMETERY OR CREMATORY ARE WRITTEN THEREON. IN 
ALL OTHER CASES, THE PERMIT OF SUCH JURISDICTIONS WILL HAVE TO BE EXCHANGED FOR A NON-RESIDENT 
BURIAL PERMIT ISSUED BY THE BALTIMORE CITY HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 

ALL PERMITS MUST BE ENDORSED, RECORDED IN YOUR SEXTON’S REGISTER, AND FORWARDED WITHIN TEN 
DAYS TO THE REGISTRAR OF YOUR DISTRICT. 

PENALTY FOR VIOLATIONS IS FROM $20 TO $ 1 OO FOR EACH OFFENSE. 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852. UNDER A OENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

fenow all 

S tx/ 

f!t by t1lese Prcsenh that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

 ■ Dollars, the receipt of winch is Ji ere by acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 
th grant, bargain, and sell, and convey to ff 

 Lot of Ground in LAUREL CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the 

nd numbered...-^—'.  Zr=T in Section  on the PLAN of said Cemetery, 

 -.'...square feet, more or less, which PLAN is in possession^ of said Corporation for inspection by 

'ee' *^1? heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues 
ths and ways of said Cemetery,\ 10 HAVE AND .TO HOLD, the said LOT and right of way aforesaid, to the said 

 ' 4 -    .lAM.Jieirs and assigns forever, 
ses of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, 

JANUAR Y Session Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and 

0 t0 conditions, rules and regulations," adopted and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this 

Eighteen Hundred and Ninety 

President. 
TE\ST 
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LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
n s) ' 

That THE LAVREL CEMETERY COMPANY, for and in consideration of the sum of 

-Dollars, to them in hand naid by 

the receipt whereof is hei; >y acknowledged, do hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey to the said 

assigns, 

Lot of Land in the Laurel Cemetery, laid down in the Plan 

in the Office of said Company, and therem designated as Lot No. 

said Cemetery 

containing .superficial feet. 

$o gm* .and to gold the herein above granted premises to the said 

leirs and assigns 

forever, subject, however, to the conditions and limitations, and with the privileges specified in the Act 

oTthe General Assembly of Maryland, passed January Session, 1 <52, chapter 221, and sujeh rules and 

regulations now in force, and such other rules and regulations as may 

management of said Cemetery, made pursuant to said Act of Assembly. 

And the said The Laurel Cemetery Company, do hereby covenant to and with the 

JllkuLlil. Avial/, V  ,0,, . 

and assigns, that they are lawfully seized of the herein granted premises in fee simple,—that they have the 

right to sell and convey the same for the purposes above exposed, and that tljey will warrant and 

defend the same unto the said 'L &l... 11.- Cl  

icirs and assigns forever. 

!«- -hereof, Ulu snij Tuk Lackel CraTTXiTv Company 

have caused this Certificate of Title to be signed by their President, 

^^^-and their Common Seal to be 

affixed hereto, this 

one 

eight hundred and seventy 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND 

Laurel 

2CttmU all iilnt by these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

JsUtb '}~0~-OL- T" Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

conveyed, and by these presents doth gran1 bargain and sell, and convey to. 

Inf of Ground in LATTRFJ, 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, irf the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered —/ / *■  '  in 

  square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

LOT and the right of way aforesaid, to the said '   

 h/sf heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the 
provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted 
and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and attested 
at the office of the Company. 

Sn Seatinuuitj HHjrmif, the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation 

Coct-jzr 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing Section 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this 

Nineteen Hundred and 

President. 

TEST 

pi ir? 
p 1 
so n iyp ft 

..■''CW'* is 
PI 
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■RPORATED JUNE, 1852. UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND, 

Ct\ by these presents that LAUREL CEMETERY 

  Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledget 

<th gran\ bargain, and sell, and convey to 

COMPANY, in consideration of 

has granted, bargained and sold, and 

kj r 1st*ft 

^ yin Section -Z j _ 

square fyct, more or less, which PLAN is in possession 

at all seasonable times, with the right of way to and 
7 0 HA VE AND TO HOLD the said LOT ami 

avenues, ’rom 

.AOREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
and the President of said. Corporation 

President. 
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LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 

time all 'Plui l)i] tlu.'if pitsents, 

That THE LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, for and in consideration of the sum of 

;yi,. 

 Dollars, to them in hand paid by 

 of_  :—** 

the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, do hereby grant, bargain sell and convey to the said 

    —  his heirs and assigns, 

—0 Lot of Land in the Laurel Cemetery, laid down in the Plan of said Cemetery, 

in the Office of said Company, and therein designated as Lot No. in Area 

 ,        superficial feet. 

la amt to gold ^the herein above granted premises to the said 

 his heirs and assigns 

forever, subject, however, to the conditions and limitations, and with the privileges specified in the Act 

of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed January Session, 1852, chapter 221, and such rules and 

regulations now in force, and such other rules ahet"regulations as may be adopted hereafter for the 

management of said Cemetery, made pursuant to said Act of Assembly. 

And the said The Laurel Cemetery Company, do hereby covenant to and with the 

sai<i—   1      : his heirs 

and assigns, that they are lawfully seized of the herein granted premises in fee simple,—that they have the 

right to sell and convey the same for the purposes above expressed,—and that they will warrant and 

defend the same unto the said.. 
V 

his heirs and assigns forever 

2L 

jffw (testimony gJltCCOOf, tlio sMid Tiik Laurkl Ckmktkry Company 

have jnaused this Certificate of Title to he signed by their President, 

    and their Common Seal to bo 

   day of affixed hereto, this. _/£ 

thousand eight hundred and sixty.,.. 

. in the year of our Lord one 

& S TL * SLUZ 









LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 

Jinmt! all ;pen bij thcw presents, 

That THE LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, for and in consideration of the sum of 

cJ i s><r          Dollars, to them in hand paid by 

i Li L —> : •' » ■  -  of U..£t * <   

the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, do hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey to the said 

L.S/ ' ' - • < J  1..2.  his heirs and assigns, 

( T Vv.  lqi of Land in the Laurel Cemetery, laid down in the Plan of said Cemetery 

in the Office of said Company, and therein designated as Lot, No.  in Area 

containing ining. r-£:„C superficial feet. 

Eo 2\aVf lUUl to JioUl the herein above granted premises to the said 

? l- - f j.. Cl, / his heirs and assigns 

forever, subject, however, to the conditions and limitations, and with the privileges specified in the Act 

of i e General Assembly of Maryland, passed January Session, 1852, chapter 221, and such rules and 

regulations now in force, and such other rules and regulations as may be adopted hereafter-f->r-the • 

management of said Cemetery, made pursuant to said Act of Assembly. 

And the said The Laurel Cemetery Company, do hereby covenant to and with the 

said... L O A 4.. .^A his heirs 

and assigns, that they are lawfully seized of the herein granted premises in fee simple,—that they have the 

rmht to sell and convey the same for the purposes above expressed,—and that they will warrant and 

defend the same unto the said v ' l  J C( 0 /A.,c ^  

his heirs and assigns forever. 

v v-; 
mut 

v * 

gn SfStilUOBU WUfrfOf, the said Thk Laurei. Cemetery Company 

ha^Tcansed this Certificate of Title to be signed by their President, 

and their Common Seal to be 

affixed hereto, this       day of x 

4. y    in the year of our Lord one 

thousand eight hundred and seventy .... 
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SSBESSKK 

INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

^ Know all JVlen by these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in 

^_/ Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargai 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, bargain, and sell, and convey to J ^ 

"— heirs and assigns, —  

•n the STATE OP MARYLAND, and numbered, 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing ©   

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, "r —— heirs and assigns 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery 

Lot of Ground in LAUREL 
CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, 

Section 

Til testimony Whereof, the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this (n “ dav of 

Nineteen Hundred 

President. 
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ivnow ail jvicn by these presents, that LAURBL CEMETERY COMPANY, in 

 Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargair 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, bargain, and sell, and convey 

  heirs and assigns,  -(QCCJL 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numberei 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing 

Lot of Ground in LAUREI. 

Section square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by thegrantee, h\^o heirs and assigns) at all seasonable times, with the right 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

LOT and the right of way aforesaid, to the said  

 heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the 
provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted 
and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY- No transfers recognized unless made and 

Til Cestimony UHKrCOf, the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this •£/ 3 day of 3( 

Nineteen Hundred and :  

President. 
TEST. 

Wraii 

| 1 1 

| 

1 S| 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A OENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND, 

l I'Af j/icic jiAeiewUj lint! LAUREL, CEMETERY COMPANY, in ccmnleialwn oj 

  ^—MUhilt, ftan! hf -  — -  -■ rl l^le 

eic fimenii, Ike ieceifi! wheleoj a litirly acknowledgedt km yianled kaiaained and i<Ad; and ccn= 

i^dolli (jlanij kaujam, ayid iell and convey- !o Ike mi - - ■ -—  

t-4^- '• V- ~Hohdf'-A/ju-,utd in LAUREL CEMETERY, in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in Hie 

nmnl'i'iedO** y-7A*7-4y~0He/J tn 'Jicltott -  — on Ike PLAN oj iaid (jemelc'vyJ condainina 

■—D* ifftmie jeei, mow cl Icn, wjikh. Alan ii in fiotmision' oj mid (jjoifiolaiion jcl imfiedion kij Ike 

Miiant a! all iemonalle lima • loilh Ike link! cl wau !o and hom Hie iaid k£o! alona Hie at mu no walla 

President, 

/hY.ytcj Secretur, 

^f-ffWWT^¥:fWWfWWTTWWTT¥^ 
Kklly, I’ikt & €•„ Piinters and Stationers. 
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House Calendar No, Senate Calendar No 

Introduced by Messrs. Mandel and Bacharach. 

CHAPTER 
630 

House Bill 594 

AN ACT to add a new section to Article 16 of the Annotated Code of Mary- 
land (1951 Edition), title “Chancery”, sub-title “Jurisdiction”, said 
new section to be known as 124A and to follow immediately after 
Section 124 of said Article 16, providing for the sale and disposition 
of cemeteries or burial grounds in Baltimore City under certain con- 
ditions for which provision has been made for the perpetual care and 
maintenance thereof and which have been abandoned or are a menace 
or detrimental to the public health, safety, security or welfare; provid- 
ing for the use and distribution of funds which may be derived from 
the sale of any such cemeteries or burial grounds, and providing for 
the transfer and conveyance of title to the purchasers of any such 
cemeteries or burial grounds sold under the provisions of this Act, 
and relating generally to the sale and disposition of certain cemeteries 
or burial grounds in Baltimore City under certain conditions. 

By the HOUSE OF DELEGATES, February 27, 1957. 

Introduced, read first time and referred to the Committee on Judiciary. 

By order, ELIZABETH M. REESE, Asst. Chief Clerk. 

By the HOUSE OF DELEGATES, March 5, 1957. 

Re-referred to the Baltimore City Delegation for further consideration. 

By order, ELIZABETH M. REESE, Asst. Chief Clerk. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
Favorable. 

MARVIN MANDEL, Chairman. 

By the HOUSE OF DELEGATES, March 7, 1957. 

Reported favorably by the Baltimore City Delegation, read second time 
and ordered printed for third reading. 

By order, ELIZABETH M. REESE, Asst. Chief Clerk. 





House Bill No. 594—By Messrs. Mandel and Bacharach. 

CHAPTER 

H 

A BILL ENTITLED 

AN ACT to add a new section to Article 16 of the Annotated Code of 
Maryland (1951 Edition), title “Chancery”, sub-title “Jurisdic- 
tion”, said new section to be known as 124A and to follow immedi- 
ately after Section 124 of said Article 16, providing for the sale 
and disposition of cemeteries or burial grounds in Baltimore City 
under certain conditions for which provision has not been made 
for the perpetual care and maintenance thereof and which have 
been abandoned or are a menace or detrimental to the public health, 
safety, security or welfare; providing for the use and distribution 
of funds which may be derived from the sale of any such cemeteries 
or burial grounds, and providing for the transfer and conveyance 
of title to the purchasers of any such cemeteries or burial grounds 
sold under the provisions of this Act, and relating generally to the 
sale and disposition of certain cemeteries or burial grounds in 
Baltimore City under certain conditions. 0 

1 Section 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland, 
2 That a new section be and it is hereby added to Article 16 of the 
3 Annotated Code of Maryland (1951 Edition), title “Chancery”, sub- 
4 title “Jurisdiction”, said new section to be known as 124A, to follow 
5 immediately after Section 124 of said Article 16, and to read as 
6 follows: 

1 124.A. In any case within the boundary lines of Baltimore City 
2 where all or more than 75% of the acreage of a cemetery or burial 
3 ground, in which the land or property located therein has been dedi- 
U cated to or appropriated or used for burial purposes and lots have 
5 been sold therein and deeds or other ujritten instruments have been 
6 executed or issued to the purchasers of such lots without provision 
7 having been made for the perpetual care and maintenance of such 
8 lots, has been abandoned or is or becomes a menace or detrimental to 
9 the public health, safety, security or welfare, anyone having a prop- 

10 erty right in such cemetery or burial ground or any public agency 
11 having an interest in the elimination or abatement of the conditions 
12 in such cemetery or burial ground which are or become a public 

Explanation : Italics indicate new matter added to existing law. 
[Brackets] indicate matter stricken from existing law. 
CAPITALS indicate amendments to bill. 
Strike out indicates matter stricken out of bill. 



2 HOUSE BILL NO. 594 

13 nuisance shall have the right to file a bill of complaint in either one 
l.!p of the equity courts of Baltimore City setting forth the aforegoing 
15 facts, and setting forth the names of the owners of lots in such ceme- 
16 tery or burial ground or their assignees so far as the same may be 
17 known, and upon the filing of such bill of complaint the court shall 
18 order notice by publication in one or more daily newspapers published 
19 in the City of Baltimore, or the court may, in its discretion, order 
20 notice to be given by posting the premises at the points thereon and 
21 in such form as may be designated by the court for such period of 
22 time as the court may direct but such posting shall not be less than 
23 twelve (12) weeks before the day fixed for the appearance of the 
2U parties, and if notice is given by publication, it shall be in such form 
25 as may be designated by the court and shall be published for such 
26 number of times as the court may direct but such notice shall not be 
27 published less than once each week for four (4) successive weeks 
28 prior to a date at least eight (8) weeks before the day fixed for the 
29 appearance of the parties, warning all of the lot owners, their 
30 assignees or other persons in interest, residents or non-residents, 
31 adults, infants and other persons under any legal incapacity, to 
32 appear in court on or before the day fixed in said notice, to show 
33 cause, if any they may have, why the relief prayed for should not 
3U be granted. Upon a failure of appearance by any of said lot owners, 
35 or any other party having an interest in any of said lots, by the time 
36 limited in said notice, the court may order testimony to be taken 
37 ex parte, in accordance with the usual practice in equity in cases of 
38 default for non-appearance. Upon testimony being taken in the 
39 cause ex parte, or otherwise, if it is made to appear to the satisfac- 
UO tion of the court that all or more than 75% of the acreage of the 
Ipl particular cemetery or burial ground involved has been abandoned 
U2, or has become a menace or is detrimental to the public health, safety, 
is security or welfare, the court may forthwith pass a decree ordering 
UU the sale of the entire land or property and each and every burial lot 
1*5 contained in such cemetery or burial ground and each and every in- 
id terest therein upon such terms, conditions and notice as the court 
U7 may deem proper and appoint a trustee to so do. The proceeds 
1+8 derived from such sale shall be collected by the said trustee and shall 
1+9 be used, distributed and paid over by the trustee in the order, for 
50 the purposes, in the manner, to the extent and to the persons herein- 
51 after mentioned, as folloivs: 1st, for the removal and reinterment of 
52 any and all bodies that with reasonable care can be definitely located 
53 in such cemetery or burial ground, and for the purchase of a lot 
51+ in any other cemetery, burial ground or other appropriate place of 
55 sepulture in which to reinter such bodies, and to pay any and all 
56 expenses incurred for or in connection with the disinterment and 
57 reinterment of such bodies; 2nd, in the event any lot in such ceme- 
58 tery or burial ground has been and is being maintained in good order 
59 and condition, and any monument or marker situate on such lot that 
60 has been and is being maintained in good order are not damaged but 
61 are in good condition, then a lot shall be purchased in any other 
62 cemetery, burial ground or other appropriate place of sepulture and 
63 the monument or marker situate on the old lot shall be removed and 
61+ relocated on the new lot so purchased, and the title to the new lot shall 
65 be taken in the name of the owner or parties in interest in the old 
66 lot; 3rd, for the removal of monuments or markers located in such 
67 cemetery or burial ground which are not dainaged but are in good 
68 condition which can be definitely identified with a body or bodies who 
69 is or are removed from such cemetery or burial ground and rein- 
70 terred as provided for in item 1st hereof and for the re-erection of 
71 such monuments or markers at the new lot; 1+ih, for the elimination 
72 and removal of any and all existing conditions that are a menace or 
73 detrimental to the public health, safety, security or welfare, unless 
71+ the contract covering the sale of such cemetery or burial ground 
75 provides for the abatement of such conditions within a reasonable 
76 period of time after such sale has been fully consummated; and 5th, 
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77 after any and all expenses incurred for or in connection with doing 
78 any and all of the things mentioned in or contemplated by the first 
79 four items hereof, and the costs of conducting the necessary legal 
80 proceedings, including court costs, trustee’s commissions and legal 
81 fees, and all taxes, if any, have been paid in full, then the balance of 
82 the proceeds of sale remaining in the hands of the trustee shall be 
83 paid over to the legal entity who had record title to such cemetery 
54 or burial ground in its entirety, subject to the burial rights which 
85 had been granted therein, as disclosed by the Land Records of Balti- 
86 more City, immediately prior to the sale of such cemetery or burial 
87 ground by the said trustee as hereinbefore provided, free, clear and 
88 discharged of, and from, any and all claims of any lot owners or other 
89 persons in interest in such cemetery or burial ground or the land or 
90 property contained therein, regardless of whether they may be 
91 entitled as original lot oivners or heirs or assignees and regardless of 
92 whether they are residents, non-residents, adults, infants or other 
93 persons under any legal incapacity. Any decree or order passed in 
9Ip a legal proceeding and any deed or other conveyancing instrument 
95 executed by a trustee under the provisions of this section shall be 
96 valid to pass to the purchaser or purchasers of any such cemetery or 
97 burial ground the title to all land and property contained therein, 
98 free, clear and discharged of, and from, any and all claims of_ the 
99 legal entity who otvned such cemetery or burial ground in its entirety 

100 immediately prior to the sale of such cemetery or burial ground by 
101 a trustee as hereinbefore provided, its, his or their heirs, personal 
102 representatives, successors or assigns, and of, and from, any and all 
103 claims of any lot oivners or other persons in interest in such cemetery 
1 Olp or burial ground or the land or property contained therein, regardless 
105 of whether they may be entitled as original lot oivners or heirs or 
106 assignees and regardless of whether they are residents, non-residents, 
107 adults, infants or other persons under any legal incapacity, and free, 
108 clear and discharged of any proclaimed or actual use or appropriation 
109 or dedication of any land or property contained in such cemetery or 
110 burial ground for burial purposes. 

1 Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That any and all laws and any 
2 and all parts of laws which are inconsistent with the provisions of 
3 this Act are hereby repealed to the extent of any such inconsistency 
4 and are hereby declared not to be applicable to the provisions of 
5 this Act. 

1 Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in case it be judicially 
2 determined that any word, phrase, clause, item, sentence or para- 
3 graph of this Act, or the application thereof to any person or circum- 
4 stance, is invalid, the remaining provisions and the application of 
5 such provisions to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected 
6 thereby, the legislative branch of the State of Maryland hereby de- 
7 daring that they would have enacted the remaining provisions of this 
8 Act without the word, phrase, clause, item, sentence or paragraph, 
9 or the application thereof, so held invalid. 

1 Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That this Act shall take effect 
2 June 1, 1957. 



Approved: 

Governor. 

Speaker of the House of Delegates. 

President of the Senate. 

Sealed with the Great Seal and presented to the Governor, for his 

approval this ,day of. 

at. .o’clock, ,M. 

Chief Clerk. 



BY THE SENATE 

...1957. 

Reported favorably from the. 
the second time. 

and read 

By order, 

Secretary. 

BY THE SENATE 

 1957. 

Reported favorably from the with 
amendment; amendment adopted, read the second time. 

By order, 

Secretary. 

BY THE SENATE 

1957. 

Read third time and passed by Yeas and Nays. 

By order, 

Secretary. 

BY THE HOUSE OF DELEGATES 

1957. 

Senate amendment concurred in and bill passed by Yeas and Nays as 
amended. 

By order, 

/ZL 

Chief Clerk. 



Read and Examined by Proof Reader: 

Proof Reader. 

Proof Reader. 

BY THE HOUSE OF DELEGATES 

1957. 

Read third time and passed by yeas and nays. 

By order, 

Chief Clerk. 

BY THE SENATE 

1957. 

Read the first time and referred to  

By order, 

Secretary. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 

Chairman. 
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LAUREL OEM 

fdUtl ^ 4, -/3 J~ia^ 

I’EKY COMPANY. 

IInoii' all Itlen bg these presents, 

That TllJ^A UREL CEMETERY COMPANY, for and in consideration of tl.a sum of 

"h 
Dollars, to them in hand paid by 

■* 

the receipt whereof i§ hereby acknowledged, do hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey to the said 

£ -xy-'t?X pejrg ancj assjgQg) 

CP^-A.— ■ Lot of Land in the Laurel Cemetery, laid down in the Plan of said Cemetery 

m the Office of said'Hbmpany, and therein designated as Lot No /in Area 

Me "LZi containing. . superficial feet. 

(!^0 JtiU'P amt to 3l0t(t the herein above granted premises to the said 

c£- his heirs and assigns 

forever, subject, however, to the conditions and limitations,:and with the privileges specified in the Act 

of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed January Session, 1852, chapter 221, and such rules and 

— ygj.   4- .... 
regulation- now in force, and such other rules and regulations as may be adopted hereafter for the 

management of said Cemetery, made pursuant to said Act of Assembly. 

J* 

And the said The Laurel C e met ery Compact y, do hereby covenant to and with the 

said. O*-'-:? aL <LL    his heirs 

and assigns, that they are lawfully seized of the herein granted premises in fee simple,—that they have the 

right to sell and convey the same for the purposes above expressed,—and that thev will warrant and 

defend the same unto the said 

his heirs and assigns forever. 

3(U (l fJJtiraOUlj "(t IlfPCOf, the said Thk Laurel Cemetery Company 

riavrn'vimwrti* nb* C«rti8«*t8-»C,5SUc 
I f r: -y 

^ j‘ and their Common Seal to be 
.S’ ’ 

    day of affixed hereto, this. 

*1 

,A,t (5 

\ 
/p- 4/09? < (f s') 

"ifr ■ 
A eMr ■ 

“* ''s ■ MKr*Hr v W ls.4 IHb*
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imm E. KENMRD, ET AL ET AL * 1 \ 

' 1 ' /% O 

•P7 
BI THE 

VS. 

BJ3 KAMER RE/lLTY COMPANT, ET AL 

* 

* 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

1959/A-267 - 

* * * 

STIPULATION 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

It is agreed and stipulated by and between the parties that 

the following described and attached deeds be admitted into the evidence in 

this case and that the source of the parties' titles is as indicated herein: 

Present Owner: Mrs. Carlitta J. Page 
1700 Yfestwood Avenue 

(1) Deed to Charles L. J. Lee of two lots containing 80 feet each 
Nos. 321 and 322 in Area F, dated May 29, 1855* which Mrs. 
Page inherited from Mr. Lee,who was her grandfather on her 
father's side, without probate. 

(2) Deed No, 3U7 to Pleasant Roane of one lot containing 80 feet. 
No, 312 in Section A, dated July 21, 1883, which Mrs. Page 
inherited without probate from Mr. Roane who was her grand- 
father on her mother's side. 

Present Owner: Mr. Robert R. Young 
1821 Druid Hill Avenue 

(1) Duplicate Deed No. 2039 to Thomas J. Cooper, May 5, 1910, 
of one lot no. 261 in Section G containing 80 feet, which 
Mr. Young inherited without probate from Mr. Cooper who 
was his maternal grandfather. 

(2) Deed No. 3602 to Ida E. Walker and Annie Scott, June 22, 1923, 
of one lot no. 2I4.I1 in Section I containing 80 feet, which 
Mr. Young inherited without probate as first cousin to 
aforesaid deceased lot owners. 

Present Owner: Mr. Alfred H. Redd 
618 Carrollton Avenue 

Deed No. 2259 to Julia E. Bond, January 16, 1915, of one 
lot no. 191 in Section R containing 80 feet, which Mr. Redd 
inherited without probate as widower of said Julia E. Bond. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Gwendolyn L, Nichols 
1628 N. Caroline Street 

Deed to Indiana Young, February 17, 1857, of one lot no. 228 
in Area H containing 80 feet, which Mrs. Nichols inherited 
without probate from her maternal great grandmother, the 
deceased Indiana Young. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Addie Hammond 

2137 Smallwood Street 
Deed No. 816 to Indiana:Hobinson, March 29, 1890, of one 

lot no. 281 in Section 1, contiining 80 feet, which Mrs. 
Hammond inherited without probate from the deceased lot 
owner who was her aunt# 



1 



Present Owner Mrs. Gladys Gorman Banks 
2752 Baker Street 

1 

(1) Deed no. 3739 to Gladys Gorman, July 6, 1926, of one 
lot containing 80 feet no. 269 in Section F. 

(2) Deed No. 1001 to Abraham Williams, August 13, 1892, 
of one lot containing 80 feet no. U68 in Section C, 
•which Mrs. Banks inherited from Mr. Williams, her 
deceased maternal uncle, without probate. 

(3) Deed No. 3U98 to Lizzie Crane, February 19,1921, of 
one lot no. 173 in Section 0, which Mrs. Banks 
inherited from the deceased Lizzie Crane, who was her 
mother, without probate. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Mary T. Stokes 
3529 Wabash Avenue 

(1) Deed No. 653 to Henry Thomas, July 1, 1887, of one 
lot, 80 square feet, no, 80 in Section D, which Mrs. 
Stokes inherited from the deceased lot owner, her 
father, without probate. 

(2) Deed No. 553 to Henry Thomas, November 16,1885, of 
one lot, 80 square feet, no. 79 in Section D, which 
Mrs. Stokes inherited from the deceased lot owner, 
her father, without probate. 

(3) Deed No. 3010 to Edward V. Stokes, Secptember 23,1911, 
of one lot , 80 square feet, no. 168 in Section P, 
which Mrs. Stokes inherited as widower, without 
probate. 

(h) Deed Ho. It67 to Anne E. Collins, October Ij., 188U, of 
one lot, 80 square feet, no. 3U5 in Section D, which 
Mrs. Stokes inherited without probate from the 
deceased lot owner who was her paternal cousin, 

(5) Deed No. 1958 to Henry Thomas, January 16, 1909, of 
one lot no. 98 in Area D, 80 square feet, which 
Mrs. Stokes inherited from the deceased lot owner, 
her father, without probate. 
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1 N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the said The Laukel Cemetery 
Company have caused this Certificate of Title to be signed by their 
President,    - - • • and their Common Seal to 

‘ be affixed, hereto, this /S* V /C //* n day of 
   in th^year of our Lord one thousand eight 

1 Hal T Jet ti Li A U tesnr ^ '£i IVl 'J 

the sum of -« 7/ ?/ f /{ c Jm, Dollais, to them in hand paid by 

/f/kJ 4 4 ■ -• of C^-Z, 

the receipt whereof is , hereby acknowledged, do hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey to fhe said 
/ J his heirs and assigns, 

/ 'frf/r Lot of Land in the Laurel Cemetery, laid down in the Plan of said Cemetery, 
i the Office of said Company, and therein designated as Let „No. .> %  111 Area 

V* containing //h. / r^ superficial feet. containiug_ 

/ / 

s* TO HAVE AND TO H 0 L D the herein above granted premises to the said 

 /’ ///t A / A Y> c =       his heirs and assigns 
forever, subject however, to the conditions and limitations, a|td with the privileges specified in the Act of the 

General Assembly of Maryland, passed January Session, 1851, chapter 221, and such rules and regulations 

now in force, and such other rules and regulations as may be adopted hereafter for the management of said 

Cemetery, made pursuant to said Act of Assembly. 

1 And the said T H 4f Laurel Cemetery Company, do hereby covenant to and with 

the said  / W* \ S A YW _ • -  ^ —_h“ heir3 

and assigns, that they are lawfully seized of the herein gran.ed premises in fee simple,—that they have the 

right to sell and convey the same for the-purposes above expressed,—and that they will warrant and 

defend the same unto the said f //i ^ ?    —* - - 

his heirs and assigns forever. 





/93 





/‘v,« : 

INOOEPOSATED JUNE, 1852, UNDEB A SENEBAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MAB7LAND, 

now all Jmn h 4k %k, Umi LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 

fiaul lif ^ QjL&J>(xa/i/I~ O^OOAAJL 

m rcnudeiaJicn 

 c'i /’-ejoie 

ii heitlnj aclcmwledffed} km ylanied, (aujained and sold, and rc 

i O^^UxQLMJt 

LAUREL CEMETERY, in EALTIMOEE-COUNTY, in ike 

 m d'ecJwn.. -i ....(,n ike PLAN oi iaid (gemeieiy, ccniainimj 

ick Wian u m {loumicn oj Mid (rjc’ifwiakcn joi imfieciwn iif ike 

> ami jl«m ike Mid i2W alony ike avenue*; walla, 

'l QUci and wjhi oj ivaif ajoieMul, 4o ike Mul 

yj Sepulture alone and none oikel, mljeci 4o ike 

(hakietny Wumhed and 

iealina and dehveaj oj lime jneienk, ike ieceijd wkeieoj 

veyed, and If ike*e jiieieni* doik fami, laUfain, and tell 

keiu ami anifnt, Wiajl kHoi oj 'ijunud it, 

STATE OF MARYLAND, and nwml’eied.... .3 /<?  

 SdA^IxiUj tfuaie jeei, mole el lea, i 

fianlee, f'M& keiu and arnym ai all teatencdde lime*, with the lajlit of way to 

jiaila ami way* oj mid (jjemeieiy, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD ike Mia 

 qPjloaytnAAJ- itfoaUAJL tauu. keiu and astiynt jolevei, jol jiuljiom oj 

jiiovidom oj a yeneial Act oj ike General Assembly of Maryland, fumed ai January Sea ion 

ffiijifAtvo, (ghnfiiel 221, eniiiled: “An Act to cUcufporate Gemetery Com, 

leyidaiiont, ’ adojiied and io le adofiieil If ike (iilamt/feu oj Mid LAUR] 
*6 

||n ^csttnionj) Cpljcrtof, 4ke oflendeni an, 

COMPANY have raiued 4ken (reifielaie 

£ ’’W*' 1 ' r‘i ia*^ (joljieiaiion kaik kileio mlieliked hit 
I eiukieen fflitnd'ted and Sly lbill dJvxSLSL 

OCCtAJL eonve, 

re m, 

oj LAUREL CEMETERY 

Uvxed 4c ihu flred. ami ike ofteiideni 

l^Presideni 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 18S2, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND, 

cNVETEl^ 

C°^PANY LAUR6v 

iten by these presents, that LAXTREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

Dollars, the receipt of which is herfby ackno^edged^ has granted, bargained and sold, and. 

conveyed, and ^by these presents doth grant, bargain and sell, and convey to. 

.Lot of Ground in LAUREL assigns,....^;! 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered 

.square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

i.V .heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 
island ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TCf HOLD the said LOT 

Section   on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing. 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, 

and the right of way aforesaid, to the 

  eirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other subject to the 
provisions of a general ACT of the GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF MARYLAND, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, Chapter 
221, entitled: “AN ACT TO INCORPORATE CEMETERY COMPANIES and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted and to be 
adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and attested at the office of the 
Company.^ ^ ^ 

Jn eestiimmu fflherrof, the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY have 
cause their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation hath hereto 

subscribed his name, this. 

Nineteen Hundred and. 

President. 

.Secretary. 

jjn 1 ' IllfiliP? y =1 §11 
iffigr i , I IfH ■P! 

fclls i piilijl ill' 
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INCORPORA | R|) JUNE, 1852, U] 

^PANV tAURBV> 

by theae presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

 Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby ^acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

th grant, bargain and sell, and convey to  

Lot of Ground in LAUREL heirs and assigns, 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered 

on the PLAN of said Section 

avenues, 

 ; /l^f^Lners and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the 
provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted 
and to be adopted by the Managers of si,id LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and attested 
at the office of the Company. 

^ P ’ 31 ti ulratittuimj Ulbfrrnf, the Ptesiu^.J and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
have caused their Corporate SeM to be affixed to this Deed And the President of said Corporation 

hath h(reto subscribed his name, this  j£  day of 

Nineteen Hundred and 

President. 

Secretary. 

F. ALBERTJKURTZ, PRINTER. BALTIMORE. 









O 2VX P A N Y , ior and m consideration of 

the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledge grant, bargain, sell and convey to the said 

assigns, 
Lot of Land in the Laurel Ce: aid Cemetery 

in the Oilice of said Company, and therein designated as Lot No 

containing /**-«. luperficial feet, 

AND 10 HOiD the herein above granted premises to the said 

- ( 7 t v»- ^  —-<ffcfcc-Ws neirs and assigns 
forever, subject however, to the comlitionsQnd limitation, and with the privileges specified in the Act of the 

General Assembly of Maryland, passed January Session 1852, chapter 221, and such rules and regulations 

Pi^lopted hefeafter'for the manapmeit'o’l'siif now m force, andr^inch other rules and' regulation. 

Cemetery, made pursuant to said Act of Assembly. 

o m p a n y , do hereby covenant to and with 

^    tg- heirs 
inled premises in fee simple,—that they have the 
fe expressed,—and that they will warrant and 

Vx-C<- r7~T^ tA-w^ ^ 
are lawfully seized of the^herein g' 

right to sell and convey the same for the purposes ab 

defend the same unto the said C /> r* i 

heirs and 

assigns. 

assigns forever. 

f Y W H E R E O P , the said Ta* Laurel Cemetery 
caused^ this Certificate ofoTitle td be signed by thev OMPA) 

be affixed hreto, this 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 

hundred and|ifty. 

. (flin^cruL (jlS Ci iiiA 
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KJoop! SpoSB! SooqJ 
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.TED JUNE. 1852. UNDER A SENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

these presents that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

 Dollars, the receipt op which is hereby acknowl^dgei, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

bargain, and sell, and convey to conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, 

'* A to heirs and assigns,..  BALTIMORE COUNTY, 

’ YLAND, and numkrecl- ZTr...Q..9. !Z!T in SectionKM ~ on tfie PLAN of said Cemetery, 
x~&f \....square feet, more or less, which PLAN is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by 

' heirs aud -+sdgjh&t ■eU^seasonable times, with the right of way to arid from the said Lot along the avenues, 

iys of said Cemetery 10 HAVE AND TO HOLD the said LOT aid right of way aforesaid, to the said 

Xo Ofe    heirs and assigns forever, 

UL TURE alone and none other, subject to the provisions of a general Act tf the General Assembly of Maryland, 
Y Session Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act i0 Incorporate Cemetery Companies and 

ns, rules and regulations," adopted and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 
:ed unless made and attested at the office of the Company. 

la I'fSMifflaa! WS®59®!U the President and Managers of. 
have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed, 

it . hath hereto subscribed his name, this. JSf   day of ^ 

PR FiffitfW Hundred and Ninety /~OO~0 

4UR.EL CEMETERY COMPANY 
\nd the President of said Corporation 

President. 

Secretary. 
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I>’COBPffRATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

p,NVETE^ 

LAURE^ C°^PANY 

iKnoui all Hen by these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY in consideration of 

Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

.Lot of Ground in LAUREL 

the STATE OF MARYLAND, and,,numbered CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUN 

 —f I square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

.heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 
netery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said LOT 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing. 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, patl 

and the right of way aforesaid, to the laid  - C 

    heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other subject to the 
provisions of a general ACT of the GENtRAL ASSEMBLY OF MARYLAND, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, Chapter 
221, entitled: “AN ACT TO INCORPORATE CEMETERY COMPANIES and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations," adopted and to be 
adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and attested at the office of the 
Company. 

.WA. In Sestfmnnu ffiliereof, the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY have 
cauje their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation hath hereto 

subscribed his 

Nineteen Hundred and. 

.President. 
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■<>—<fIUCO|tPOBATED JUNE, 1852, UNDE] UENEBAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND, 

GT m t| 0 It? <t 11 ^.11; I? t| by these presents that 

 dmMti fZL... aL,, A,;v fo, & 
of these presents, \the receipt whereof is hehby acknowledged, has 

grant, bargaTu, and sell and convey to tlic^Jdid yWc4A/tO|.. ^ 

heirs and assigns   CHit,  —   i ot 0f Ground 

STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered frO ^ 

{) in consideration of 

he sealing and delivery 

[ by these presents doth 

RE COUNTY, in the 

AN of said Cemetery, 

ration for inspection by 

Lot along the 

aforesaid, to the said 

0 alone and none other, 

ion Eighteen Hundred 

itions, rules and regu- 

isfers recognized unless 

avenues. 

cone 

rETERY COMPANY 

lit of said Corporation 

President 
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Laurel Cemetery “Company 

Morling & Co., Steam Power Printers, 8 North St.. Baltimore     „ . V, » .»AVV.» O, v/1 I 11 uailliu 

CL^r-cJAj^r 

T. STOKES 3529 Wabash Avenue 
Baltimore 15, Maryland 
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•LAU^ELCEMETERY 

■<>-4IKOO^PORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

COMPANY, in consideration of 

...at or before the sealing and delivery 

d conveyed, and by these presents doth 

A UREL CEMETERY 
J ^ yzyp * 

granted, bargained and sold, at, 

funryfpff) hyfi -y>rrr>^rr. 

I in LAUREL CEMETERY, 

 in Section 

possessii 

gkt of way to and 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said LOT an 

for purposes c 

i, passed at f. 

Companies and snbj 

f said LAUREL CEMETERY COMP. 

-of these presents, the receipt whereof is hereby 

grant, bargain, and sell and convey to the said. 

heirs and assigns ~  '....7.   

STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered..'.. 

containing..yH..  -'..'.....'-square feet, more*or less, which PLAN is in 

the grantee,..  /Vto  .....heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, ivith the rit 

walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery, 

  }J^LfLA/S/yCL1. vJpAflfT    heirs and assigns forever, 

subject to the provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, 

and Fifty-two, Chapters 221, entitled: “Aj. Act to Incorporate Cemetery 

la Hons," adopted and to be ad of 

made and attested at the office c 

in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the 

I on the PLAN of said Cemetery, 

h of said Corporation for inspection by 

from the said Lot along the 

i right of way aforesaid, to the said 

{SEPULTURE alone and none other, 

uNUARY Session Eighteen Hundred 

ect also to conditions, rules and regu- 

4NY. No transfers recognized unless 

avenues, 

of liAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY s,1tijm»nY j, the President and Managers 

ised their Corporate Seal to be affiyed to this Deed, [and the President of said Corporation 

■eta subscribed his 

i Hundred and.  

name, 

President 

.Secret any 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A OENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND 

^ETE^v 

^panv LaUREV> 

these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

.Doljars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, bargain and sell, and convey to. 

  /U*7 heirs and assigns, .. Lot of Ground in LAUREL 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, .and numbered 

Section ... . ../ on the PLAN of saiojl^metery, containing  square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

is in possession of said Corporation for insp&tion by the grantee, heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 

of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

LOT and the right of way aforesaid, to the ^id. Y* ^ ho-f&x)  I   

 fay? heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the 

provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 

Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted 

and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and attested 

at the office of the Company. 

4lu apHtittUimj HUjcrpnC the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 

have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this ^ 3 day of Csz^oc ' -O-' < 

Nineteen Hundred and 

President, 

BALTIMORE. 
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MRS. MARY T. STOKES 
3 529 Wabash Avenue 
Baltimore 15, Maryland 
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mine ol less, which Man is in fioss 

wnalde limes, wilh Ihe lifhl of way lo 

TO HOLD Ihe saw 

hnevei, joi Juiifioses 
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A.UREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 

Ihe Mesidenl and cdhmaLu oj LAUREL CEMETERY 
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eh. suvseuved Ins name, Uli / U  

sealing awl delivery oj Ihese 
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Z; _ on Ihe PLAN i j said (remdeuy, ccnlaimwy 
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, awl jum Hie said Sob aloU Hie avenues, walks, 

,/ %l and dijlrb of way \joUsaid, lo Hie said 
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President, 
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Secret&tj    
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MRS. MARY T. STOKE5 

3529 Wabash Avenue 
Baltimore 15, Maryland 
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!D JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARY incorporaI 

^6TE^)/ 

^PANV LaurE.v- 

SCttfltUjaU by these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY DOMRANY. in 

CO — — Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, bargain and sell, and convey to   

Lot of Ground in LAUREL 

consideration of 

heirs and assigns, 

MARYLAND, and numbered. CEMETERY i,n BALTIMORE COUNTY, injthe STATE OF 

square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

ts at all seasonable times, with the right 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing. 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, 

of way to and from the said Lot along the; avenues, walks, path 

LOT and the right of way aforesaid, to the said 

~   hears and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTUE 

provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Sess 

Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and subject also to condil 
and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfer^ 

at the office of the Company. 

31n arstinuntn Rlhrrrnf, the President and Managers 

have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed 

Section 

heirs and assig 
& said Cemetery, 

E alone and none other, subject to the 

ion, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
ions, rules and regulations,” adopted 

recognized unless made and attested 

.f LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 

and the President of said Corporation 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this 

Nineteen Hundred and 

President. 

Secretary 

F. ALBERT KURTZ. PRINTER, BALTIMORE. 
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'P/X0XMt^J 

imas E. KENNARD, ET AL 

VS. 

* 

-x- 

* 

EC KAIsfER REALTY COMPANY, ET AL * 

* * * * 

/9b ° 

fY 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT . 

OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

1959/A-267 

* * * 

f) 4a KI 

STIPULATION 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

It is agreed and stipulated by and between the parties 

that the follovjing described and attached deeds be admitted into 

the evidence in this case and that the source of the parties title 

is as indicated herein: 

Present Owner: Mrs. Blanche Reeder Thomas 
1221 W. North Avenue 

Deed No. 1660 to William H. Thomas, dated September 26, 
1903. Mrs. Thomas inherited deed, without probate, from 
Mr. Thomas who was her first cousin. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Sadie Cooper 
900 Stoddard Court 

Deed No. 200f to Charles Cooper, dated October 19, 1909> 
Mrs. Cooper inherited deed, without probate, from her 
husband, Thomas Cooper, who was son of Charles Cooper. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Sadie Cooper 
900 Stoddard Court 

Deed No. 111? to Robert Mills, dated Hay 12, 1894, Mrs. 
Cooper inherited deed, without probate, from her uncle, 
Robert Mills. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Estelle Gibson Stepney 
2203 MeEldery Street 

Deed No. 3544 to Annie B. Gibson, dated February 24, 1924, 
Mrs. Stepney inherited deed, without probate, from her 
viother, Mrs. Gibson. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Estelle Gibson Stepney 
2203 MeEldery Street 

Deed No. 3310 to Annie B. Gibson, dated February 26, 1916,, 
Mrs. Stepney inherited deed, without probate, from her 
mother, Mrs. Gibson. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Carrie Giles Pinkett 
1813 N. Bentalou Street 

Deed No. 3421 to Sarah Giles, dated January 10, 1920, Mrs, 
Pinkett inherited deed, without probate, from her mother, 
Mrs. Giles/. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Helen G. Johnson 
1235 Myrtle Avenue 

Deed No. 1528 to William H. Johnson, dated October 25, 
1901, Mrs. Johnson inherited deed, without probate, from 
her father, Mr. Johnson. 

3.o(* 





Present Owner: Mary E. Roy 
1137 N* Carey Street 

Deed No. to Clarence E. Roy, dated December 20, 
1919, Mrs. Roy inherited deed, without probate from her 
husband, Mr. Roy. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Edith B. Campbell 
711 Dolphin Street 

Deed No. 1071 to Peter James, dated September 16, 1893s 
Mrs. Campbell inherited deed, without probate, from her 
great-grandfather Peter James. 

' y /^^tdL^cr^^ ■■ ^ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

3tol 





INCORPORATED JUNE. iSjj, UNDER A GENERAL I.A'W OF THE STATE OF MARYL. 

 y'Or^i <jUCjfli^T~  Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, lias1 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, bargain, and sell, and convey .tp  

  heirs and assigns,   

CEMETERY in BALTIMOR; 1 COUNTY, in the STATE ’OF MARYLAND, and numbered 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing  —.... 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee,  heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 
of way toandfrom the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

LOT and the right of way aforesaid, to the said    
/VK). heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the 

provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery' Companies and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted 
and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY- No transfers recognized unless made and 
attested at the office of the Company. 

  .'-T—" . LotSof Ground/,LAUREL 

O in 

square feet, more or less, which PLAN Section 

Tit testimony Whereof, the President Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed End the President of said Corporation 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this 

Nineteen Hundred and 

President. 
TEST. 

Wm. J. C. Dulany Co., Printers, Baltimore. 

\\W' i iiWll’ 
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GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF JVt: INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A 

J/ 

^AL/RBV> 

COMPANY. in consideration of 

ins granted, bargained and sold, and 

le presents, that LAUREL CEMETER) ■* 

dlars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowled 'd, 

bargain and sell, and convey to conveyed, and by these presents doth 

Lot of Ground in LA1 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTS r, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbere> 

T~~ on the PLAN of saic 1 Cemetery, containing.  j 

ssion of said Corporation for insj jection by the grantee, heirs and x ij 
and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemet< /, 

he right of way aforesaid, tc the said & 

 ■ - h^irs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULfURE alone and none other, subject to the 
^ Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Sesdton, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
)rate Cemetery Companies and subject also to ondiipns, rules and regulations,” adopted 
lid LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No tra- ;ferji? recognized unless made and attested 
      ’ '■    

®P8ttttumu Uhrrcnf, the President and Managers t If LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
havji cause(j their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation 

hath h< 

iquare feet, more or less, which PLAN 

3 at all seasonable times, with the right 
'0 HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

Section 

provisions ot a general alt ui cue ^ 
Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Ik 
anfj^, to be adopted by the Managers 
, . hp office ot the' Company. 

ireto subscribed his name, tjhis 

Nitete4n Hundred and fVUsl^L; 

v r^r—• President. 
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COMPANY 5 in consideration of 

d, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

j these presents that LAUREL C EMETER3 

the receipt of which is hereby acknowledg 

''■^bargain, and sell, and, f 
P.f'ly-~'. Lot of (IrounM&tn L ’a UReL. CEME 'l tLR , 

red in Section ^ 
llk'-1 ® 
...square feet, more or less, which PLAN is in possess 

heirs and assigns' at all seasonable times, with the right of way to a. 

P said Cemeteryi PO El A VE AND TO H OLD the said LOT a 

conveyed, and by these presents doth ^reaf/ 

 heirs and assigns, (y C-f '<~r ^ 

STATE OF MARYLAND, and nunibi 

-Tv PAL TIMORE COUNTY, in the 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, 

m of said Corporation for inspection by 

l from the said Lot along the avenues, 
i right of way aforesaid, to the said 

TCP:. QftP.. .heirs and 

containing 

assigns forever, 
^f the General Assembly of Maryland, 

jo Incorporate Cemetery Companies and 
KaUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 

for purposes of SEPUL TURE alone and- none other, subject to the provisions of a general Act 
passed at JANUARY Session Eighteen Ih mdred and Fifty-two, Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act 

subject also to conditions, rules and regulatim adopted and to be adopted by the Managers of said 
No transfers recognized unless made and atl Ifted at the office of the Company. 

W‘S©ES®fU l^e president and Managers (•■ 
have jf ifqsed their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this D(^ 

'■ '* hath p Wrelo subscribed his name, this. ' day of \ 

' ' Eigh\ lb Hundred and Ninety 

LAUREL CEMETERY;COMPANY 
and the President of said Corporation 

President. 

iiMii 
tl / **1% 

Wi; 
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.[  ., ii_. ... ^, 'ir]L: : i [ ;...'.> ^ •.i-£j[ tl.’ • ~r ^ ^ 

ISCOKPOJtATlSD JUNE, 1862, UNDER A GENERAU.LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

in consideration of 

 ■■/'..(SlS..Lf.l/.UL,.  -i Dollars, fhe receipt ot- whi'ch is hereby" acknc 

conveyed, and by(^hese presents doth 'grant, bargain and sell, and convey 

.Lot of Ground in LAUREL 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUN^ in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered 

Section .,^x£ —  ^r..~..on the PL Ah )f said Cemetery, containing. 

is in possession of said Corporation fo ,-^^ktion by the grantee, ^ 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths ai 

and the right of way aforesaid, to the said flL 

.square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

.heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 
ways of spid Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said LOT 

Company: 

3n Srstimonu fiJlierenf, the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY have 
caus; their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation hath hereto 

name, 

Nineteen Hundred and. 

Presidt 

.Secretary. 









•’npany. 

atittumq 

fund red and, 
President. 

m 'j 
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lEJMX LAW IJiCORPOBATED JUNE, 1853, UNDER A ,AND. 
ItyuftlicatiL 

DEED 
eNVETEf^ 

^PANY 

iKnaui all Hen in consideration of by these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY 

2dAi^.k4;&£)o\\aM, .uXitn^dj/k the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,has granted, bargained and sold, and 

conveyed, and by these presents doth Kant, bargain and sell, and convey to. 

LAUREL .Lot of Ground assigns,. 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered / /. 

less, which PLAN Section on the PLAN cf said Cemetery, containing. .square feet, more 

.heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee./XHfcC..  
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenue^, walks, paths..and ways 

and the right of way aforesaid, to the slid  

  —......7..   heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other subject to the 
provisions of a general ACT of the GENEfAL ASSEMBLY OF MARYLAND, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, Chapter 
221, entitled: “AN ACT TO INCORPORATE CEMETERY COMPANIES and sabject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted and to be 

.L CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless] made and attested at the office of the adopted by the Managers of said LAU1 
Company. 

lit SEcsttmony Ifihrttof, the President and Managers of 
their Corporal? Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the 

LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY have 
Pre lident of said Corporation hath hereto 

subscribed his name, 

sen Hundred and..~s/.. Ninesei 

President. 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MAR\LAND. 

in consideration of 

Lot of Ground in LAUREi. 

Nineteen Hundred and ...C^^-^r 

President. 
TEST. 
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IIIMUIMI—! 

TlnafiriMM 1'■’£TrLlii^miiiirpniii' - V 

INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

^NVETEl?^ 

C0^PANY LAURfiv 

these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

conveyed, and by these presents doth 

.Lot of Ground in LAUREL 

CEMETERY BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered  

   heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and 
provisions of a general ACT of the GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF MARYLAND, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundr< 
221, entitled: “AN ACT TO INCORPORATE CEMETERY COMPANIES and subject also to conditions, rules and regulati. 
adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and att( 

3n ffstiimmu Rlhrrrnf, the 
cause their Corporate Seal to be i 

■ President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY have 
affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation hath hereto 

subscribed his name, this. 

Nineteen Hundred and  

President. 

1 JS 

Jill it 
1 fH/ll 

11 
iW 1 ? 3|| : I 

- 

* llMPPIPtf Km 

1 * 

1 1 
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(as\ 
■S cry^ j~±nnr '2r~u_ . 

«o*— 

^ these presents that LAUREL CEMETER^" COMPANY, in consideration of 

^-.....Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged^ has granted, bargained and sold, and 

, bargain, and sell, and convey to ^ ft fit ^  _ 
... —. ^^ ^..1 ^rl^r.. ~s:^?rTT3&m-r>ATf$it&i£ CCUXTYm, m 

Wed- —-  in Section. .^T.  on the PLAN of said Cemetery, 
-...square feet, more or less, which PLAN is in possefion of said Corporation for inspection by 

is at all seasonable times, with the right of way to \nd from the said Lot along the avenues, 
, 7 0 MAI L AND 7 0 HOLD the said LOT kiid right of way aforesaid, to the said 

■CNc      J ^ . , 
 sA -   heirs and assigns forever, 
l none other, subject to the provisions of a general Act! of the General Assembly of Maryland, 
hundred and Fifty-two, Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act) to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and 
ons," adopted and to be adopted by the Managers of said\ LA UREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 

'tested at the office of the Company. 

!'?§M<S®SY President and Mana. 

conveyed, and by these presents doth gra\ 

STATE OF MARYLAND, and 

containing. IF. 

num 

the grantee, J f K-*1-* heirs and assi), 

walks, paths and ways of said Cemeter 

LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
■d and the President of said Corporation 

gers ot 

caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Dt 

, hereto subscribed his name, this IV day of I 
f ^ ^ " ' 

teen Hundred and Ninety f 

President. 
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE 

T® t'm Ttm 
' Qlty fell 
* M^urylaat 

Aanjutt M, IWf 

of fetlawl** 

'timjr Sire:- 

' 

Or; July lf:f? t*il» Sowi wtfewwfc t» t# ft* ropey* 
e-snplAtete of p*rwia* VMldlag la Hi* vicialty of tfe# TMaU. 

Foflft tfa* Lavrol taHMsy sogai^lag *S» eoelitlMi ®f tl» leixrol 
C«3®*afy<, 

wo bum mmfbxnA vith *ho Bi&m&e lailiHwy m& wttL 
i..« awata Ckwalnoiomer for l» purpoM of aaotrlMlalat wto&t. If say- 
f’.iKS* aSj^rt Wo defflo with ntforonoo to tho wonootioo of tho coudi- 

mmtflmijwi «fo 

She Jtl«hwy* Itesiaoear h«s aftwieoi that them ia only 
£T«$ xoaotiflR whoro there le a poeoiMlitf of « awwwt falllag on 

_ e jlArnwU.k *Aj««oat to the eowtory. At thla a flhax* *aU 
v-aa booa emoted oa the otteealk omm m*i the WeAh elemt the #Uo» 

haa feeoa WraoeA hy tl* femm of SJrffeayo U oaeAor to otep eeU 
area ion* The Bureau of nt^mg* i# »!»• crollac tho aaae feeteeaa 
tfe aldeoolk aal the srorfc to allow atom water to 4**is late the «ut« 
tar without rjaaiai? down the Mwoat foetnay enl weehtac out rullsys 

’ Mj&soat to tbs feetwey, The hmtoe& hlswlui it the eemot footway 
• ^ 11 So seplaee* hy the Bamao ef SicSowya, 

She Coaosieslonor of Smith hae ar—twal the laurel 
Oeneteiy m& ham wAwlood m thetf

a*B(hUe the exiotlnc eonAltlo^ le 
awMrtary am wery wuiaghtly aaA detraet fawaa the ofpoora&eo of 

it» Mighboahood, it ia mx opteloe that they tore aet «tf any .hmltfc 
^Igalflaeapeo* 
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» Pfc: iaws*Kw ^ ^ ^ n, fc'i 
. ■• * .^5 .% ^ /.^ :t «• •• &■' &>. 0v;m *M&t: t 
v a# r»fc^ **g#«i •*> f,ii(j 

,-- y .; •••?» ^ »«M.ta *i*rwr ^ - 
^.s..ft <• ■« ssm 3* ^ ^ ^ 

^ 1 •wrf K5.«*» ^ •■w&iiiik&T 4 
'! ' t, f i;. » -t» ^ ^ . , 

•;; ■ ‘ iztmif m,$ « s;#4; m»''M *%'* 

   •■••* #«g( ^4tc«ni ?» 
*■# tubi#* m &m ;>)i* 

,-■•> v-,- > -^^,,% te# 
>vS*w»- - ■> M-& ’.r-i: '■: 4^ .>'..•< ■$$* ■■.:.% 



CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE 

rc-v-rtil Th*a Xwj'cl & 3«%imt9a S/K/3T 

- f • 

«• fawcwimttoA ndti. * xepv«M»Bt«tir» of t:tw 
OcaQWBsy etd kasnft Imma a&wimi. that tbs float >TT C«m«9iF 

wills to th* of Us ability, saissevsr to soRsot tto m- 
#tgls.tiy s^tsaxsiiss of ths —aitiMpy sO that tto CopsaQr la «m-> 
oliwtag tl* pesslbUUgr of roovtac tfee eostsiy to sens othsgr 
tlHze* •’ , ’ 

▼«ry. tanily yvurs. 

01t3r Soltsltor 
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; \ v 





/?6o 

j 

t 

/l- 3?o9 7 {(oh 





f: n ii-i. 

* »i . f . » v v ’ t 
> - 

-,.v.;. *'V>* ? 
U 

VS I? l^OAl) SVKMK.Vr ^Vh.SvXIATIO.’S^ 
OF UAI.TIMOHE CITY, INC 

MEETS EVKRV FOURTH TUESDAY OF EACH MONTH 

SEL.AIR ROAD AND FURL.EY AVENUE 

MAWF V E, THUH'*n 
»«c«rrA»Y 

Jl 

Hil/n.VfORE, MD. 
tad, 133^. 

*. * V, » ^ 

- 

■»> •' • Cr%*%»*9 

- ■ fit 

* *#«? Ma^siULlX* 

X a*t for a maanaiiig action tata*» 

ai-afe • # «•? th* item t* ry ffe® 
m 

tn* mditimr vat# *mi**r+*. %+ ym *m&#T state ct 'W9ly 

of a .report to tMrty days* 1 

The elvle leaders p.reee?st at the July 2t*4fe hearing 

*^3 lit* been aotte about ihl» nultadee* ' 

Appreelattoi your cooperetloa^ X aa 

t-w,; 

■ 

C -oy toi I^erable Howard /aekaoa 
si sellaunyer, 

Orahaas^ 
^U. 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS, U. S. ARMY 
OFFICE OF THE DBTRICT ENGINEER 

WASHINGTON DISTRICT 
FIRST AND DOUGLAS STREETS, N< W. 

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. WASH IN GTO»nJ«j|BTR I < 
CfeRPS OF E>U3>MEERS 
EIRST AND DOUGLAS 
WASHINGTON 23, D. C. 

602 (Laurel Cemetery, Baltimore, Md#) NAWRK 

City Solicitor 
City of Baltimore 
Courthouse 
Baltimore 2, Maryland 

Attentions Mr, Iloyd G, McAllister 
Assistant City Solicitor 

Reference is made to recent discussion between Mr, Mercaldo of your 
office and Mr, Tregoe of this office regarding Government-owned lots in 
the Laurel Cemetery, Baltimore, Mairyland, Information is furnished that 
the only lots in the Laurel Cemetery owned by the Government are those 
which were acquired by deed dated 1 June 1876, By this deed, the Laurel 
Cemetery Company conveyed to the United States of America fee simple 
title to 67 lots numbered 341 to 344 inclusive and lots numbered 357 to 
419 inclusive, all located in Area I. Records of this office also indi- 
cate that in 1884 the remains of 240 colored Union soldiers were removed 
from the Government-owned lots and reinterred in the Loudon park National 
Cemetery, Baltimore, Maryland. 

Based on data contained in the files of this office, it appears that 
some of the Government-owned lots and portions of others were located 
within the parcel of land identified as CC, which parcel was acquired by 
the City of Baltimore from the Laurel Cemetery Company under condemnation 
proceedings. Ordnance 679 of the Mayor and City Council, Baltimore, Mary- 
land, dated 25 April 1911, in connection with the widening of Belair Road, 

Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 5 November 1956 wherein you 
advised that your office will proceed with a survey to determine the speci- 
fic Government-owned lots or portions thereof which were involved in the 
condemnation proceedings referred to above. It is believed that the files 
of this office contain maps and other data which may be of some help in the 
making of the survey and this information will be made available upon re- 
quest, It is requested that, when the survey has been completed, this 
office be advised of the findings. This office will then make a report to 
higher authority with recommendations in connection with the proposal con- 
tained in your letter for the release or quitclaim by the Government of any 
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602 (Laurel Cemetery, Baltimore, Md.) NAWRM 
City Solicitor, Courthouse, Baltimore 2, Md. 

interest it may have in and to the lots or portions thereof taken by 
the City for the widening of Belair Road. 

Your cooperation in this matter is greatly appreciated by this 
office. 

FOR THE DISTRICT ENGINEER: 

JACK C. BURDE 
Chief, Real Estate Division 
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE 

4 u-* mi 

I v 
/ 
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&£ %tm &cmr£ 

cm XM* 
i*k%imr*9 2, ftmcrlmil 

&Mr iJJHN 

av ie Wi/i&iia4 i^Uir Hoatd frw& m»Ut to Vw 
am im& mmmm&lm Um la UU aOm* i^w iau^eO. ^«ra«t«r/ jsr^en./ 
lagk a •l.r% a! m' fff im* is m& 'vmyUig if* wi^. li'aa 
aj r#»i t« fwfe a^i «M*Fd*i <8a-a,;«® W tr^ vl4 ^a«r«i 
Octspr# af ta0,000* 'fe« oaai^ai to« partial 4t®**nXm of 
eo* tea434iag Immbm witfeia the ar«« tad^wi. 

Hte0©o f«ara*rly «jcistal «it)ds i.t‘:« aroi- t-tismi S^? t •.« 
weml imrUl lot* of ia «ui-2fe th© FocMl .p^aroatrst ,ml, 
ourloi 4»i4orai toiAof* fra® to# ^t*r« la©## b#ii#fir# 

Hir# msm®* w to# jsrA*^ to tto tdtonijig* 

Sitisa to© tmdm’Mlm frosutoia^s toa ^ 
#t«i«niss# to# «Jov©r.®»©fit to# at vartoto tlto© tfep#©# tot feoal totot# 
Sivlttoa of to# toatriet A%ri ##r»# f.ffie©» ,atys of togfci«#to* toBJUar1 

tot*, 0«C« :-#ao d«syid lapoa tto viAr to rois&ur## to# OtoKRtoiat Z*r it# 
tortol righto iaalv^it.,- fa© ato^l© UU® to fcto Uai tofcs#5 sb‘ to# iitjr 
for to# wl4m}n$* tto r#5©i*4a t^a# toat tn# f#» eiafil# titl# to tot# 
Ima mm* toy tom cm fms mma H? ysa 
gs«r#rrss«Rt tmtom a itoM to it, £tqb U» :.«swtt*ry prior to to# 
®ou4»»s,i#ii*i #tos» to# titl# m» #% ito## tto titto #m 
^awia^tly wrorlw^©;; « ill# r##orwt# to# title <i*#&. to to# ■mtmmmitom 

:J& mill a r#a#»l 0#to* toe *towo»it r<^r#«»tol4.ir«# i-#r# 
#l«to#d immgm -far t&# prapsrl^* i#fe#o to to# mtoeat «f #^#W» •««? 
Immw$ to# 3#v#er^is#et tos#^t Hr* «J*& a* ijorstet-t, a##l latfeoto 

-aepe of A ;to##r#f toitoe itoto# tear* ►«# etite a fire, eeamito 
zant to «<ttl# it# for #« of 4i,a^.s®*a to# Itetowt #f 
toil# Mi* to «ae»©4to » w#to to the ditr of tolUmto #f «U of ii# totor®#% 
to to# laM to <si&##u©ft* 
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE 

t&s PrmUw& mi. m&rnr® 

«€ um MmtPd &f $**u 

tM# Hiim km imwmm/m this, W» i*ml um %mt* 
la » m um €i§?*» uUn tm urn attmamiUMm* lam Ufam tar %m 
wlsJaaUag ol* ««&4 lead* **& wi» mxmw IML il>« CUor «4m44. ptmmm 
n xiwki ti%« ti»v«rae«si to gmimfo its «4U« to -Um vmu 

imme&a&p, ymr mamaiArn ttemi is to 
appears at %m wmbrnmi «f %m a«i«i BiUrm tto av 
An tos mmmib «f tto trim %m tmwmmA «X « 

£***£ to to# <3i^r# vmmim ^ 3S#«I ss tot ua« j»sw b%A4 
% tosi iUto# 

¥«y touj^r 

aw mccioix, 
ill./ ^iilaitor 

LtoJd a. %4yj8S&# 

tosistoai ci% a^aieitor 



- 

11 v-. :/ JJ ■ :vr 
»V 

t’)*!'K'0 ■■a>J’1;3/J03 VTid 
% ■ > 'u < , • ’ r" f 

■ ! 

■*M Was '-"‘':&i mM :‘?l# ; 

i4is',v i'. f." -m ::,f4^': 

■'te# wl >v.4 .'#v -4,: 
*4 ^ ; . ^■•‘v i i- ,» ' ■ . -■ 4s . ■' * 

4-' r.jtiSSfc, •'- '.v":fe5?'4i f|v 
gtai -'.f; riJv 

%.£$$■£ ’ 1 - i, 

* «ii; 
:*1. :>4Si. v-4e4'S-: ■ tP.». 2 &MI 

I 

- . ■ ■> 4. :’1' aVv-vs- ' “ ^ ,. ^ '^Hv 
\$}\ 4.;,,4 ^v* '4 A.'.^ ■ -.' - :4>lkS< , a 
* . - ■■-■ r'*- „ .tv* . -'f T iw . ^ # , i, 

- •*.. / '?• 

V'-* ■ - ^ .■ ' > 
-jj# ■ “4 

^ 'v:j. ' r ' 
■?s«ilfefcs4. ,4.: Ste/5-^iv 

* i3'i 

:SwW 

I 

C C ‘ , 



lipl 

■ 

. 

' 





MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT WITH THE 
UNITED SPATES GOVERNMENT FOR THE STRIP Of~LAND 
Tto feet frontage by 15 feet taken from It In 
the widening of Belalr Road to 80 feet ■wide in 1911 

The United States Corps of Engineers representative from Washington* 

Mr. Paul T. Tregoe visited the City Law Department in October, 1956, and 

discussed with Mr. Mercaldo the Government's claim for the land owned by it  

and taken by the City of Baltimore for the widening of the road to 80 feet. 

I was not available at the time of the visit of Mr. Tregoe and Mr. Mercaldo. 

who was then in the Real Estate Division, talked with him. 

Mr. Mercaldo later took up with me the matter of Mr. Trego’s visit. 

It developed that the Land Division of Corps of Engineers had received 

orders to clear up all open matters. 

Mr. Tregoe visited the office one or two times after his first visl*^= 

to further discuss the claim. I had a file made and referred it to Mr. 

Mercaldo for handling. 

Investigation by Mr. Mercaldo disclosed that the Title Examiner 

at the time (1911) had overlooked the Government’s ownership and deed to 

it from the Laurel Cemetery Company of the property taken by the City for 

for the widening and accordingly no award or damages were paid to the 

Government.in the condemnation proceedings taken for the widening of the 

road. 

Mr. Tregoe,in his discussions,placed a figure of $2,500.00 as the 

market value at that time but also stated that some reasonable compromise 

figure might be agreed upon. 

Corrrespondence will show that the office attempted to get the 

Government to give the City a deed of the strip for a figure of $10.00 anc 

that this offer was turned down by the Government. After further negotiations 

by the Law Department the Government agreed to settle with the City for a 

compromise figure of $1,250.00. 





!9 m 

Page 2 Belair Road widening 

former 
The claim of the Government was discussed with/City Solicitor Biddison, 

and when the compromise figure suggested 

by the Government of $1,250.00 was made it was again discussed with Mr. 

Biddison and he approved of settlement with the Government at this figure. 

The matter was submitted to the Board of Estimates of Baltimore City 

by the Law Department for its approval and duly approved by it as per 

letter in the file. 

Following the Board’s approval settlement was made with the Government 

and deed duly executed and delivered to the City of the strip of land in 

question. 

I|loyd G. McAllister 

^ /\J 
Clem Clement' R. Mercaldo 

Asst. City SolicitVjs 

NOTE: The City took possession of the strip of land at the time 

of the widening of the road without paying the Government for its 

value. This created a cloud on the City’s title to the bed of the 

Belair Road. 
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CITY SOLICITOR’S OFFICE 

April 6, 1MO 

.’To ti*hwr4 L. Stoiasr, 
Dlmot'- r t BaltiMr* CaaMlctiw* 
4-0"-A Maoioipftl OffU« BlAf*# 

IVs *• ? i»r. 

F»f«r«c*e la a*d» to yoxw lottor of Moroh W, lf*0 
r».ju«stint Udi offico to. iaaoati^oto wui odrito \h» Cowaioaion M 

•.» roiata r*forr*4 to tli*r*i» oonoorniag th* old Laurel Ceawtery 
m bslfcir rood, 

(1) llw latoroft of tte oo«oollo4 ooaiotor/ o«aor in 
to tfa* proporty is foo iLaple, o^^eot* haowrrrr, to tfeo tit3j» end 

Intoroat thoroi* of tbo taolter* of oortifiootoo o«tori»| turiol lota. 

(S) Uador tho Uoryload loa, Sootioua 171 and 17T of 
Art!cl* H, Codt of 1P5»* tea oototo of tho oonor or onaoro of hnrlol 
lota laacaada as rasl oatata to haira md it aay bo doriood by lill or 
die^caod ->f by tbs or oar by salt with tho approval of the proaidont and 
neabora of tho ooaotory oorporation or of any paraon or oorporatloa aot- 
Sa, as truatoa tborofor, A oorttfloato (n«d»r tool of tha oaowrloty) of 
• burial lot ooU or ooa'foyoA as afaroiaid ah ail in all roapooto haao 
tJ-c of foot ao a ootnroyanoo of said lot by oaoh oorporatloa would 
b - rt if it woro ozoowto4c aokacorlodgod or rooordod aa oocaojr«aoo# of 
r--ai rrtseta by tbo load of tfcii Stato. . 

(I) Tbo ostottt it would bo aooooaary to la fall y iwnaoro 
all or assy gtawM or oanposaoto lot aaraoro oad holm la tbo owoat tho 
fraoos ware not wrvod it eooovod ty tho prooi*icmo of Sootioa 9-1 of 
rtlela (Ooaorol Condonnatioa Itotuto) w boro in it la proridoi that 

• «awv*r tha Stato# oousty or olty authoritios shall for any publlo pur- 
v ,*.» hunt Urn right to ao<i«iro by tho powor of oninoat dbaaia proporty 
lb at 1* uiod aa a ooaotery* tho jury shall, la aoaoaaiag danagot for oaid 
Iwi i «nd iaprovMooata, tako Into eaaaiiterafion la addition to tho danagoa 
f r %ad land and inprorroMHit» tl'O woot of roaenral of bodioo, narbara and 
Aocruaonta and tho placing of tho aatno at aoma othor ouitablo or ooaparabla 

location withia tbo itoto of dorylaad to bo yrooidod by tha mtboritiaa of 
tha notary diaoontinaod•,l Tbo City would bo rofuirod to ronooo all boiiiae 

f:g»g;r 
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t?0BATED JUNE, 1852. UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 4 

presents that LAUREL CEMETERY; COMPANY, . 

lars, the veceipt of which i4' ^r It/rc p-ranted hnmr/* 

nn, and sell, and convey to fydvn ij,, r frujujl. 

..Lot nf Ground in LAlsmEL. X. r^Mh 1 i:p'lrc*«’ 

,±— z™ szs™ J W* 

-e feet, f 'ess,\wkich PLAN 

m consideration 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant‘d 

•h>UL heirs and assigns. JTJ1 r, in the 

'said Lenteteryf 

of said Corporation for inspection by 

from the said Lot along the avenues, 
right of way aforesaid, to the said 

  Afrp. heirs and assigns forever, 

the General Assembly of Maryland, 
Incorporate Cemetery Companies and 

itJREL CEMETERY COMPANY. 

'ANTT, and mini, 

containing. 

the grantee, 
■walks, paths naisiALZi 

none emier, iuujeci iv entry revisions of a general Ken 

\nkred and Fifty-two, Chdpter 221, entitled: “An Act 
\s," adopted and to be adopted by the Managers of said 
\sted at the off. 

for purposes 
passed at JAN VARY'Session Eighteen H\ 
subject also to conditions, rules and regulation. 
No transfers recognized unless made and ati 

ufvvnc unu 

'ce of the Company. ' , 

WllSEStfU the President and Managers ,of 
'11 srd-', heir Corporate. Regj to.fe affixed to this Deei 

'ereto subscribed his name, this  dav of 

rJ Hundred and Ninetv 

.AUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
and the President of said Corporation 

President. 
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JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE 

in consideration o± 

granted, bargained and sold, and 

resents, that LjA.UREL CEMSTER; 

V the receipt of which is hereby acknowledy) 

Lot of Ground in LAUREL 
EMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY] 

ection /'ll on the Pukis of1 

* , 
is in posse&s.on of said Corporation for 
of way to and from the said Lot along 

LiOT and the right of way aforesaid, to 

ire feet, more or less, which PLAN 

; all seasonable times, with the right 
H'SVE ANE» TO HOLD the said 

me and none other, o",^. Xu the 
Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two.. 

rules and regulations,” adopted 
ocnized unless made and attested 

provisions of a general Act of the GeN 
Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to In<| 
and to be adopted by the Managers 
at the office*jof •the- C<MwnaiSi~_„   

^URp^fMEUgRY ooMfeAhn^ 
the President of said Corporation 

President. 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 1852, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 

^PANV tAUREE 

by these presents, that LAU-REL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

 Dillars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

conveyed, and by these presents doth gran;, bargain and sell, and convey to  

Jheirs and assigns, 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, irj the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered CA 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing  square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, 6 t^XJUr heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 
of way to and from the said Lot along thd avenues,-, walks, paths and <ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

LOT and the right of way aforesaid, to thej said ^ <S Lj) 

rt&'hAlAvAttLS. ^7UU<T bars and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the 
■provisions of a general Act of the Genera ^Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Ses ion, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
Chapter 221, entitled; “An Act to Incor<prate Cemetery Companies and sueject also to eond: Ions, rules and regulations,” adopted 
and to be adopted by the Managers of I aid LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfer^ recognized unless made and attested 

LotSof Ground in LAUREL 

Section 

sn Hundred and 

President. 

Secretary. 
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1NCOK1'OKATED JUNE, 1853, UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND, 

cNVETEJ^ 

timmi all Men by these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 
v £. :/ 

     Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

  

~. -Lot of Ground in LAUREL 
, /. A 

convey to...<.. 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and number* 

 .-"-"..square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

.heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 

 on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing. 

of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, ^ is in possession 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said LOT 

and the right of way aforesaid, to the said....,    .rrrTZTT:....   

 ^ ~ — - heirs and assigns forever, for the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other subject to the 
provisions of a general ACT of the GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF MARYLAND, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, Chapter 
221, entitled: “AN ACT TO INCORPORATE CEMETERY COMPANIES and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted and to be 
adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and attested at the office of the 

3tt trstimonu lilhrcrnf. the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY have 
; their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation hath hereto 

subscribed his name, this. 

N'neteen Hundred and. 

President. 

.Secretary. 
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EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT 

This contract for services, made and entered into this 

Nc$ day of February, 1950, by and between the LAUREL CEMETERY 

( PROTECTIVE and IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION, of the first part, and 

parties of the second part, independent contractors, Witnesseth: 

The said parties of the second part agrees to give their 

undivided time and service in the employ of the Cemetery 

Association as independent contractors in the capacity of clearing 

and beautifying the Laurel Cemetery in Baltimore City, at such 

times as directed by the Cemetery Association for the sum of 

ninety ($.90) cents per hour, it being understood that the party 

of the sec nd part will be hired only when and so long as the 

party of the first part has funds, and that this contract can be 

terminated at any time of either party hereto without written 

advanced notice. 

It i£ further understood and agreed that the party of the 

first part shall be free from any and all liability for injuries 

or death to the parties of the second part, or loss or damage to 

their property, howe.er, the same shall occur or be caused, or 

to third persons while working for the party of the first part. 

WITNESS : 

13 f? 0 D l E pQUtfZZ ancj /ijy p6u) e I/ 

-jL&onvl Ce»>eteAy H-o tethre 
Ass * C-I* T* 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

What is your name? 

Edward Hamlet 
TiTf 

Where do you live? 

805 N. Eden Street. 

What is your occupation? 

Stonesetter - for the last five year; previous to 
that grave digger. 

How long have you been connected with the Laurel Cemetery? 

Since 1920, 

Are you personally acquainted with the physical and 
existing conditions in the cemetery? 

I am. 

You have been very close to the cemetery operations since 
about 1920? 

Yes. 

During that time were you the one who gave the permits 
for burials there? 

Yes. 

Do all of the burials there also have headstones? 

No. 

Q. Were onlyNegro persons buried in the cemetery? 

A. No, but it was principally colored. About three white 
persons were buried there in about 20 years. 

Q. Can the bodies of the persons buried there be located 
on the ground other than those where there are headstones? 

A. It is impossible. 

Q. Do you have any records that would help identify those 
burials there? 

A. I do not. 

Q. So, can you say that other than the graves where there 
are headstones with the names on them, it would be impossible 
to identify the persons who are buried there. 

A. That is correct. 

Q. During yoyrassociation with the cemetery, have the friends, 
relatives or descendents of persons buried there taken any 
real interest in preserving or maintaining the burial lots? 

A. No. You did not see anyone there but on Memorial Day. 
On that day, some would say that something must be done 
and then nothing would be done. 

<23 (5 
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Q. Has the Cemetery Company ever taken it on its own 
to maintain the graves in good order? 

A. No - not for the last 20 years; they did before that. 

Q. Do they have any money set aside to take care of the graves? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Were the lots sold at a very reasonable or low price? 

A. Some were sold years ago as cheap as $16.00. 

Q. What prices generally did they sell for? 

A. Some lots were sold for as high as $60.00 or $70.00. 

Q. What do you mean by a "grave lot"? 

A. A lot is more than one grave - there are three graves to a 
lot. A lot or plot would include three burial places 
and sometimes they would include more - put two in one grave. 

Q. You say that the relatives or persons interested in the 
ones buried there would only come out to visit once a year 
and at that time they would probably bring just flowers, and 
altough they talked about cleaning the graves and improving 
them, this was never done? 

A. That is right. 

Q. Prom your knowledgethe cemetery over the past 38 years, 
would you say that it/ever been kept up as ane would expect 
a cemetery to be. 

A. No. 

Q. In your opinion, would you say that the persons buried 
in the cemetery could be identified only by the headstones? 

A. Yes, I would say that. 

Q. Would you consider the cemetery as having been abandoned? 
I mean that it/not been cared for by the corporation nor by 
the friends and relatives of the persons buried there. 

A. It has been abandoned as a cemetery. 

Would you say that the abandonment has been for 20 years? 

A. No, I wouldn*t say that - The Union Trust had it cleaned 
one year - I couldn^t say which year - maybe it was 1932. 

Q. Cleaning it one time, wouldn*t you say that it had been 
abandoned? 

A. It has been abandoned for at least 20 years by reason 
of the failure of upkeep. 

<937 
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Q. How many graves would you say could be Identified today? 

A. Not more than 200. 

Q. Do you think it would be to the advantage of the relatives 
and friends of the persons who are buried there that the 
bodies be removed to another cemetery or location? 

A. Some of them would be. 

Q. How many concrete vaults would you say are located in the 
cemetery? 

A. About three. 

Q. Would there be any steel vaults? 

A. About four or five. 

Q. Would you say that the remains of the persons buried there 
would now be decayed to the point that it is very possible 
that nothing physical remained? 

A. In some cases, yes. Sometimes after 15 years, there is 
nothing there - sometimes the bones are still there. 
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E. LOUIS LOWE, KSUUIKE, UOVER.NOK. 

before *ome }ti«k:e of the peace of'the county in which chap. 221. 
««h collector or collector, or trustees, (as the case may 
be,) reside, that he both not received, or any person for 
him, any pait, parcel of, or security for such claim, 
other than credits given; Provided, always, that the 
aforesaid collectots or trustees, shall not be entitled to 
collect any bill of taxes as aforesaid, from any person 
Or petsons, under the provisions of this net, who shall 
make oath that he, she or they do not owe said taxes, 
or where the petson is dead, the heir, executor, admin- 
istrator or assign, will make oath, as aforesaid, that he 
or she believes said taxes have been paid ; And provi 
ded fiurther, that nothing in this act shall be construed 
to extend the time of the aforesaid collectors or trus- 
tees, to pay into the State Treasury any amount that 
may be due by them, or to entitle them to collect or 
demand any taxes that, may remain due after the end 
of the year eighteen hundred and fifty-three. 

Sec. 2. Ana be it enacted, That this act shall take i,, force 
effect from its passage, and temaiii in forte until the 
end of the year eighteen hundred and fifty-three, and 
no longer. 

, Chapteu 221. 

AN ACT to Incorporate Cemetery Companies. Fashed May 11) 1852. 

Section L. Be it enacted by the General Assembly Seren or more 
of Maryland. That when any seven or more free 
white persons, citizens of the United States, and a companies 
majority of them citizens of this Stale, shall associate 
themerfvesfor the purpoee of forming:* cemetery com- 
pany, awd shall be desirous to acquire and enjoy the 
powers and immunities of a corpoialsoo, or body 
politic, in law, they shall prepare and • xecute, under 
their heads and seals, an instrument of writing speci- 
fying therein the name, style, ot title, by winch they 
shall be kaowu iu law, the number und names of the 
nuiaagers of said company, the amount ot capital 
stock thereof, the number of acres of land to be held 
by said company, and where situated, which instru- 
ment of writing shall be exhibited and presented to the 
Judge for the CircuitCourt for the county, or the Judge 
of the Superior Court of Baltimore city, as the case 
may be, in which said corporation is intended to be 
situated, or its principal business transacted ; and the 
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1832, 

chap. 221 

LAWS OF MARYLAND. 

Proviao. 

Managers— 
their powers 
ami duties. 

JJo Ians*, Six. 
to be opened 
tlirough pro- 
perty of >aid 
corporation 

ProTi»». 

_ instrument of writing shall be acknowletiged be- 
fore, and certified by said Judges, in the same manner 
as conveyances of real estate are required by law to 
be, and the said Judge shall direct that stud charter of 
incorporation shall be recorded in ihe office for record- 
ing deeds in said county or city, and on said instrument 
being recorded, the persons so associated shall become 
mid be a body politic and corporate, by the name slated 
m said instrument of wriling ; and by that name, they 
and their successors shall and may have perpetual sec- 
cession, and shall be able and liable to sue and be sued 
in any court of law or equity, and may have and use a 
common seal, and the same may alter and change ai 
pleasure, mid shall have power in purchase and hold, 
not exceeding one hundred acres of land, and to receive 
gifis and bequests for the purpose of ornamenting and 
improving such cemetery, and to bold such peisonal 
property, as may be requisite to curry out the purpose* 
lor winch cemetery companies are formed , Provided, 
that no company, to be formed under the provisions of 
this act, shall be authorized or empowered to purchase 
or hold or use for purposes of burial, any ground" that 
shall be comprised within the limits of any city or 
town of this State, unless the cot potato authorities of 
said city or town shall authorize the same. 

Sec- 2 An(i it enacted, That the company so 
incorporated may annually elect from its members, by 
a majority of the votes of the proprietors, at such lime 
and place as its by-laws unu sprrtfy, ns managers: said 
managers to have power to fill nli vacancies in their 
body, to lay out and ornament di-- , emetery grounds 
erect necessary buildings, sell and m^ose ,.f humd lots 
appoint all necessary officers sou agents, hx them res- 
pective duties and compensation, m»h. such by-laws, 
rules and regulations as they may derm proper for con- 
ducting the affairs of the corpoiation for (tie govern- 
ment of lot holders, visitors to the cemetery, and fur the 
transfer of slock, and the evidence thereof; and in ail 
elections, each proprietor, or holder of stock, shall be 
entitled to one vole for each share of stock held by him 
or her. 

Sec. 3. And be it enacted, That no lanes, alleys, 
or streets, roads, canals, or public thoroagbfares of any 
sort, shall be opened through the property of said cor- 
poration, used or appropriated for the purpose of bnrial- 
Provided, that nothing herein contained shall autho- 
rise said corporation to obstruct any public road, street 
or lane, now actually opened and used a» such, or laid 

Ad* 





» * 

t;. LOUIS LOWE, ESQUIRE, GOYERNOR. 1601 

tiown in any plai, made by authority of any city orcH*p. $21. 
town, to be opened as a street or road.   

Sec. 4. And be it enacted, That any person who Misdeipesn- 
shali wilfully destroy, mutilate, deface, injure or re-or*- 
move any tomb, monument, grave stone, or other struc- 
ture, placed in said cemetery, or any fence, railing or 
other work, for the protection or ornament of said ceme- 
tery, or shall wilfully destroy, cut, break, or remove any 
tree, plant or shrub within its limits, or who shall shoot or 
discharge any fire-arms within said limits, shall be con- 
sidered guilty of n misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof, before any justice of the peace, shall be pn- 
nished by fine, in the discretion of the justice, accord- 
ing to the aggravation of the offence, of not less than 
five, nor more than fifty dollars. 

Sec. 5. And he it enacted, That every burial lot ficria) lots not 
sold or conveyed in such cemetery, shall be held by thet0 ^ »ubJect 

proprietors thereof, for the sole purpose of sepulture, £ e**!!“o* 
ynd for none other, and shall not in any manner be for debt, 
subject to attachment or execution for debt, or effected 
by the insolvent laws of the State of Maryland, but 
the estate of the owner or owners, in their respective 
lots, shall descend as real estate to heirs; may be da- 
vised by will, or may be disposed of by the owner by 
sale, with the approval of the president and manageis 
of the corporation. 

Skc. 6. And bs it enacted, Thai a certificate under r>!ti8cateof 
seal of the corporation of the ownership of any lot, owne”biP- 
sold and conveyed as aforesaid, shall, in all respects, 
have the same effect as any conveyance from such cor- 
natiou of said lot would have, if executed, acknow- 

g«d and recorded, as conveyances of real estate, are, 
by the laws of this Slate, required to be. 

Sec. i . And be it enacted, Thai the manager* of Mmajperi 
any company or corporation, organized under the pro-^intiv lubk 

visions of rhrsaci, shall be jointly and severally liable for ^ debt*' 
for ail debts due from said company cm corporation con- 
tracted while they are managers ; Provided, said debts Prorivoe* 
are payable witljtn one year from the time they shall 
have been contracted , And, permuted, a suit for the 
collection of the same shall be brought within ono 
year after thetlebt shad become due and payable. 

Sec. &%And be it enacted, Thai the Legislature (Usarvatiim 
may, at any time, amend, repeal, or annul any incor- 
poration, formed or created under this au. 

Sec. y. And be it enacted, Thai ijbis act shall be U to*e« 
in force fiom and after its passage. 

3.V/ 
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PLAINTIFFS EXHIBIT NO. 4? 

A-424/1959 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit missing from record. 

At? 
A-39097 (89) 
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QUITCLAIM DEED 

THIS DEED, made the I 5 

" /9j9 
ft 'f tin-e O'-/ 

J, h <2 ~ ~2SI jth/v - 7 

day of November, 1957, 

between the McKAMER REALTY COMPANY, a Maryland Corporation, party of 

v 
the first part, and ANDERSON ENTERPRISES, INC., a body corporate, party 

of the second partj 

v 

\ 

WITNESSETHr That the said party of the first part, for and 

in consideration of the sum of Five Dollars ($5.00), to it duly paid 

by the party of the second part, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, 

by these presents does remise, release, and forever quitclaim, unto the 

party of the second part, its successors and assigns forever, all the right, 

title and interest whatsoever, of the party of the first part in and to 

certain burial lots and portions of lots in Area 1 of the Laurel Cemetery, 

in the City of Baltimore, State of Maryland, lying to the southeast of 

the southeast building line of Belair Road, as condemned and widened, 

80 feet wide, under Ordinance No. 679 of the Mayor and City Council of 

Baltimore, Maryland, approved April 25, 1911, and situate within the 

boundaries of a parcel of land more particularly described as follows: 

BEGINNING for the same at the point formed by the inter- 
section of the southeast side of Belair Road, as condemned and 
widened, 80 feet wide, under Ordinance No. 679, Mayor and City 
Council of Baltimore, approved April 25, 1911, and the northeast 
side of Lot 370, Area 1 of the Laurel Cemetery, said point being 
distant 285.0 feet, more or less, southwest of the point formed 
by the intersection of the southeast side of said Belair Road and 
the southwest side of Cliftmont Avenue, 50 feet wide, and said point 
o^ beginning being also distant 2.l4.Ii feet, more or less, northwesterly 
from the easternmost corner of said lot 370, and running thence 
binding on the northeast side of said Lot 370 S 1*7 degrees 28 ‘ 10" 
E 2.1*1* feet to the easternmost corner thereof} thence binding on the 
southeast sides of Lots 370 through 381 S 1*2 degrees 31 ‘ 50" W 132 feet 
to the northernmost comer of Lot 357 f thence binding on the northeast 
side of Lot 357 S 1*7 degrees 28’ 10" E 8 feet to the easternmost corner 
thereof} thence binding on the southeast sides of Lots 357 through 
365 S 1*2 degrees 31* 50" W 88 feet to the northernmost comer of Lot 31*1} 

'thence binding on the northeast side of Lot 31*1 S 1*7 degrees 28» 10" E 
$ feet to the easternmost comer of Lot 31*1} thence binding on the 
southeast sides of Lots 31*1 through 31*1* S 1*2 degrees 31’ 50" W 1*0 feet 
to the southernmost corner of Lot 31*1*} thence binding on the southwest 
sides of Lots 3U1* and 369 N 1*7 degrees 28' 10" W 15.27 feet to the 
point formed by the intersection of the southwest side of Lot 369 and 

fj- 
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the southeastprly side of said Belair Roadj thence binding on the 
southeast side of Belair Road N 1*1 degrees h9' W3" E 260.03 feet to 
the place of beginningj containing 1566.3 square feet of land, more 
or less, and including within its boundaries all of Lots 31*1 through 
3liU, and 357 through 363, major portions of Lots 361* through 369, and 
minor portions of Lots 370 through 388j all as shown on plat dated 
December li*, 1956, numbered 265-B-72A, attached hereto and in all 
respects a part hereof. 

The courses in the above description are all referred to the 
true meridian as adopted by the Baltimore Survey Control System. 

dated October 16, 1957, and recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore 
City in Liber J.F.C. 225, Folio 178 from the United states of America 
to the within named grantor. 

before me the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State and City aforesaid, 

personally appeared CLFMFNT R. MERCALDO, President of McKamer Realty 

Company, and acknowledged the aforegoing Deed to be the act of said 

corporation. 

BEING the same lots or parcels of ground described in a Deed 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto and to the use of the said Anderson 

Enterprises, Inc., a body corporate, in fee simple forever. 

t ’iTNTS the hand and seal of McKamer Realty Company by 

Clement R. Mercaldo, President. 

MCKAMER REALTY COMPANY 

TEST; 

CLEMENT R. MERCAL 
President 

State of Maryland) 

) TO WIT: 
City of Baltimore) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY 

AS '-TTN^0, My hand and Notarial Seal 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

2- 
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Mamie E. Kennard, Et A1 

vs. 

Me Earner Realty Company 

* * 

In The 

Circuit Court 

of 

Baltimore City 

1959/ A-267 -40^ 

STIPULATION 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

It is agreed and stipulated by and between the parties that the 

following described and attached deeds be admitted into the evidence in this 

case and that the source of the parties' titles is as indicated herein: 

Present Owner: Mrs. Annie Anderson 
210 Melvin Avenue 

(1) Deed to Nelson Jones, June 2, 1862,of lot no. 263 in 
area N containing 80 square feet, which Mrs. Anderson 
inherited with out probate from her grandfather, the 
deceased lot owner. 

(2) Deed No. 1037 to Mary T. Jones, April 29, 1893> of lot 
no. 258 in area G containing 80 square feet, which Mrs. 
Anderson inherited without probate from her grandmother, 
the deceased lot owner. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Pauline Jackson 
2008 Madison Avenue 

Deed no. 57 B to Roxana ffeaver, J&y 23, 1875* of lot no. 
251 in area C containing 80 square feet, which Mrs. 
Jackson inherited without probate from her maternal 
grandmother, the deceased lot owner. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Mo Hie Bowen 
1321 Edmondson Avenue 

Deed no. 2289 which Mrs. Bowen purchased herself on 
August 15* 1915, lot no. 69 in area R containing 80 
square feet. 

Present Owner: Mrs. Alice Matthews 
2511 Mosher Street 

(1) Deed no. 3505 to Henry and Bettie Redd, October 18, 1919, 
of lot no. 55 in Section Chapel containing 80 square feet 
which Mrs. Matthews inherited without probate from her 
mother and father, the deceased lot purchasers. 

(2) Deed no. 3370 to Henry and Bettie Redd, May 29, 1919, 
of lot no. 56 in Section Chapel containing 80 square feet, 
which Mrs. Matthews inherited from her mother and father, 
the deceased lot purchasers, 

Present Owner: Mrs. Lillian Amos 
1737 Me Culloh Street 

Deed no. 565 to Isaac Baker, September 27, 1885, of one 
lot no. 239 and one lot no. 250 in Section A containing 
80 square feet each, which Mrs. Amos inherited from 
her 110016, the deceased lot purchaser, without probate. 

<233 





Present Owner: Mrs. Elmira Harris 
708 Dolphin Street 

Deed no. I92I4. to Lozier Jackson, lot no. 190 in area K 
containing 80 square feet, which Mrs. Harris inherited 
without probate from her grandfather, the deceased 
lot purchaser. 

Present Owner: Mr. Lewis Dean 
715 Ashbutron Street 

Deed no. 1229 to Mary A. Dean, 1893, of lot no. 21 
in section K containing 80 square feet, which Mr. Dean 
inherited without probate from his mother, the 
deceased lot purchaser. 

Present Owner: Mss Lottie 0. Chase 
3l4.H1 Gwynns Falls Parkway 

Deed no. 950 from Laurel Cemetery Company to Lucy A. 
Chase, October 10, 1908, of lot no. 181 and lot no. 
182, in section E containing 80 square feet each, 
which Miss Chase inherited from her mother, without 
probate, the deceased lot purchaser. 

It is not intended by the use of the words “deed” and "title" to 

stipulate as to the legal effect of said instruments. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

JS4 





assigns 

Cemetery, made pursuant 

Cemetery Company, do hereby covenant to and with 
   _ _ his heirs 

"111 m\n‘ 'hal 'hftv are lawfully seized of the hereo sranted premises m lee simple,—mai uiey nave u.e^ 
right to sell and convey the .same for the_ mnposei above expressed,—and that they will warrant and 

defend the same unto the said , —d- 

his heirs'and assigns forever. 

VtONY WHEREOF, the said The Laurel Cemetery 
have caused this Certificate of Title to be signed by their 

’   and their Common Seal to 
COMPANJ 
Presidei 

id hereto, this 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
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IBATED JUNE, 1852. UNDER A GENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARTLi 

Ti tl 0IV all by l these presents that LAUREL CEMETERY 

 &CsC£~ (jCjZsOC? ^ . Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknoiuled&ni 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant,^bargain, and sell, and convey to 

Jour heirs and assigns,  Lot of Ground in LAUREL CEMGjTEMM 

STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered. ' dUMzjiL in Section ~ ~ on the PLAN of said Cemetery, 

square feet, more or less, which PLAN is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by 

at all seasonable times, with the right of way to am/ from the said Lot along the avenues, 
70 HAVE AND TO HOLD the said LOT and right of way aforesaid, to the said 

‘ TT.....ZZ ..  i  vtfPC.heirs and assigns forever, 

none other, subject to the provisions of a general Act df the General Assembly of Maryland, 
tfdred and Fifty-two, Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and 

sf adopted and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, 

ignized unless made and atlesl-ed at the office of the Company. 

Ifi W’SSWUtL the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 

in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in The 

containing...^:. OTA-A 

the grantee, . A^rr 
walks, paths and ways 

President. 

Secretary. 









assigns. 

etery, laid down in the Plan of said Cemetery 

superficial feet, 

;he herein above granted premises to the said 

assigns 

and with the privileges' specified in the Act 

management of said. Cemetery, made pursuant Act of Assembly. 

pnny, do hereby covenant to and with the And the said The Laurel Cemetc 

h&3hei 

and assigns, that they are lawfully seized of the mted premises in fee simple,—that they have the 

>ve expressed, and that they will warrant and right to sell and convey the same for the pui 

defend the same unto the said 

hfefheirs and assigns forever. 
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INCORPORATED JUNE, 1K52, UNDER A OENERAL LAW OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND 

^PANV tAl/R^V 

iiitn by these presents, that LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY, in consideration of 

Y Dollars, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold, and 

conveyed, and by these presents doth grant, bargain and sell, and convey to 

Lot of Ground in LAUREL heirs and assigns, 

CEMETERY in BALTIMORE COUNTY, in the STATE OF MARYLAND, and numbered 

on the PLAN of said Cemetery, containing   square feet, more or less, which PLAN 

is in possession of said Corporation for inspection by the grantee, A-U T heirs and assigns at all seasonable times, with the right 
of way to and from the said Lot along the avenues, walks, paths and ways of said Cemetery, TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said 

LOT and the right of way aforesaid, to the said ryVL < * < 

hjisf  heirs and assigns forever, for'the purposes of SEPULTURE alone and none other, subject to the 
provisions of a general Act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed at JANUARY Session, Eighteen Hundred and Fifty-two, 
Chapter 221, entitled: “An Act to Incorporate Cemetery Companies and subject also to conditions, rules and regulations,” adopted 
and to be adopted by the Managers of said LAUREL CEMETERY , COMPANY. No transfers recognized unless made and attested 
at the office of the Company. 

itl tTfatittUUni Wlimof, the President and Managers of LAUREL CEMETERY COMPANY 
have caused their Corporate Seal to be affixed to this Deed and the President of said Corporation 

Section 

hath hereto subscribed his name, this 

Nineteen Hundred and 

TEST 
Secretary. 
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Plaintiffs exhibit a for identification 

« 

\ 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit is filed in these 

proceedings as Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 32. 

c26/ 
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PLAINTIFFS EXHIBIT B FOR IDENTIFICATION 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit is filed in these 

proceedings as Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 31* 

(]--39o9i 





PLAINTIFFS EXHIBIT C FOE IDENTIFICATION 

'Vs? 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit is filed in these 

proceedings as Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 33* 

^(£>3 





DEFENDANTS EXHIBIT NO. 1 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit is case entitled "Julia 

Jones vs. McKamer Fealty Co., et al.", file 
No. A-39096, which has been appealed and is 
arriving simultaneously at Court of Appeals 
with these proceedings. 
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DEffiNDAHTS EXHIBIT NO. 2 

ns? 

M 

NOTE: Above named Exhibit is case entitled "Lillian 

Waters vs. McKamer Realty Co., et al,w, file 
No. A-39107, which has been appealed and is 
arriving simultaneously at Court of Appeals 
with these proceedings. 
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1030 Laws of Maryland [Ch. 630 

Thaf Winn ? er,Ctfd ^ Hie General Assembly of Maryland, 
(l^l EditToril fjfi A''V,C t' 3 °.f f,ne Annotated Code of Maryland 
r2,,0 i ,dltl®n^' tule

i Mechanics Lien’, be and the same is hereby repealed and re-enacted, with amendments, to read as follows: 

shfllVbafmKncontra,ct ^ fn^nishing such work or materials, or both, shah have been made with any architect or builder or any other person 

hisC aven^^h'e ner^nn1110 ^ °n whi.ch the buildi,1K may be erected, or 
shall not he V''0VK ur burnishing materials, or both, 

SSrroKtt iLrkk'm "■'Ulm W or corn", o?K 

JuneLlW?!^ ^ H further enilcted, That this Act shall take effect 

Approved April 10, 1957. 

CHAPTER 630 

(House Bill 594) 

AMtvhmdanrOY1
nepoSfCti(:n 16 of the Annotated Code ot 

tiori” said YltT\' Vtle Cliancet'.v’i sub-title “Jurisdic- 
LeTvaftevt kr]own as 124A and to follow immedi- ate y after Section 124 of said Article 16, providing for the sale 
and disposition of cemeteries or burial grounds in Baltimore Citv 

?or 7heCe
D
rcn'ctr<mi°nS T "”ich »^W« K™ not been nliS , .i the perpetual care and maintenance thereof and which have 

safetv 1 sec!n-itv cl me.nai:e 0l',!*'trimenta! to the public health, 
of f11n,]c u.u ' e ffre 1 providing for the use and distribution 

, .'. Kh ma.\ be derived from the sale of any such cemeteries 

of titletofh?UndS,ian<I Pr>vidir'fr for the L'ansfer and conveyance « 5° tbe Purchasers of any such cemeteries or burial grounds so d under the provisions of this Act, and relating generalh- to tlm 

plniZl-dr-rS]tT °f oertain cemeteries or burial g?ounds in Baltimoi e Cit^ under certain conditions. 

ThmTnl1; w H™ncfr?M the General Assembly of Maryland. that a new section be and it is hereby added +o Article in nf rno 
Annotated Code of Maryland (1951 Edition), title “Chancery”fsub- 
• ‘ e •Hinsdichon , said newr section to be known as 191A to follow 

Swsf"5' after Sec*i0', 124 of Arti* 16 an.i to ret" al 

In any rase within the boundary lines of Baltimore City 
where all or more han 75G 0f the acreacjc of a cemeterTor burial 

ilVTl'm v'}nch the ,antJ nr Property located therein has been dedi- 
ted fo °r nPProVr>afcd or used for burial purposes and' lots have 

Explanation : Italics indicate new matter added to existing law. 
[Brackets] indicate matter stricken from existing law. « / f 
CAPITALS indicate amendments to bill. V» 'O 
Stwke indicates matter stricken out of bill. 
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been sold therein and deeds or other icntt- >, .-nls hare been 
executed or issued to the purchasers of sum - ■riik0ut provision 
having been made for the. perpetual care and n^ntmance of such 

dernmental to 
>a<j a. prop- 

> (• agency 
■ <'n l it ions 

" ■ a public 
her one 
'(Jinny 

lots, has been abandoned or is or becomes a menu- - 
the public health, safety, security or welfare, an-r 
erty right in such cemetery or burial ground o: ■ , ■ 
hav<,ng on interest in the elimination or abatement ■ : \ 
m such cemetery or burial ground which are or 
nuisance shall hare the right to file a bill of complain; .,4 , 
0/ [hr equity courts 01 Baltimore City setting forth th, a " 
facts, and setting forth the names of the owners of lots m such ceme- 
tery or burial ground or their assignees so far as the samt mn •/ b< 
known, and upon the filing of such bill of complaint the court Bid! 
order notice by publication m one or more daily newspapers paid,.-hid 
m the City of Baltimore, or the con it may, in its discretion, order 
notice, to be green by posting the premises at the points thereon and 
m such form as may be designated by the court foi such period m 
time as the court may direct but such posting shall not be less than 
tirr,cc (ip) y-ceus be for. the day fixed for the appearance of the 
parties, and it induce m g , « tm Murat ion. it shall be in such form 
as may be designated by n t and shall he published for such 
number ot times ns tm m!y hnt ;i7lch notice shal[ nof be 
published hss than ow, ,„ch week for tour (f) successive weeks 
prior to a <!■■>, o ,,, ,,y; weeks before the day fixed for the 
appearance , ...ntus. teaming all of the lot owners, their 
assigm. s ■ tun- persons hi interest, residents or non-residents, 
ailntts. rnfanCs ami other persons under any legal incapacity, to 
appear t_n court on or before, the day fixed in said notice, to show 
cause, if any they may hare, why the relief j,raged for should not 
be grantee. { pnn a failure of appearance by any of said lot owners 
or any other parly haring on inti rest in any of said lots, by the time 
limited in said notice, the court may order testimony to be taken 
ex partem accordance, with the usual practice in equity in cases of 
he fault for non-appearance. Upon testimony being taken in the 
cause ex parte, or otherwise, if it is made to appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the court that all or more than 7-r>r} of t.}u: acreage of the 
particular cemetery or burial ground involved'has hint abandoned 
or has become a menace or is detrimental to the public health, safety 
security or welfare, the court may forthwith pass a decree ordering 
the sale, of the entire land or property and each and every burial lot 
contained m such cemetery or burial ground and each and every in- 
terest therein upon such terms, conditions and notice as the court 
may deem proper and appoint a trustee to so do. The proceeds 
derived from such sale shall be collected by the said trustee and shall 
be used, distributed and paid over by the trustee in the order for 
the purposes, m the manner, to the extent and. to the persons herein- 
after mentioned, as follows: 1st, for the removal and reinterment of 
any and all bodies that with reasonable care can be definitely located 
m such cemetery or burial ground, and for the purchase of a lot 
in any other cemetery, burial ground or other appropriate place, of 
sepulture in which to reinter such bodies, and to fmy any and all 
expenses incurred for or in convection with the disinterment and 
reinterment of such bodies; 2nd, in the event any lot in such ceme- 
tery or burial ground has been and is being maintained in good order 
and condition, and any monument or marker situate on such lot that 
has been and is being maintained in good order are not damaged but 

o ort nr\s\rl £1** -l 1. --- I j t hi « „ . * 
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the momlmprf l 9l f or.fthfr appropriate place of sepulture and 
reloTrtr ZTfhp V'^' sltlMt.e onJhe old lot shall be removed and 
betaken fht IT fdurch™ed, and the title to the new lot shall 
lot t f f of the owner or parties in interest in the old 
cemeterJZ\hn Tm0ral °if r,}0H“ments or mar/:ers located in such 
crndifhm Z li T<l1 T’Tt yfoebare not damaged but are in good 
iZZr nVl h can be definitely identified zoith a body or bodies who 
terred as ZZrZd Z1 ceme}ery or hurial Ground and rein- tcircd as piovided for in item 1st hereof and for the re-erection of 

and remnTlTf8 ^ ma feZ at. the new lot> -th- f°r the elimination 
de+ri» ental t , trZ Tr(U cx'ftinfl conditions that are a menace or 

Zr t* the publZ hCath' safety’ security Gr welfare, unless 
VMi h es Zt Z.Z the ?T °f SUch cemetery or burial ground p)Oiiaes for the abatement of such — • 
nerlnri nf't; ft  conditions within a reasonable 
aitr fn J ^ w Z Such ^ ha,H been fullV consummated; and 5th. 
n i /nZr TdALl €X.{>enses incurred for or in connection with doing 
tmir rtim h Z t UnPn m€ntlGne<i in or contemplated by the first 
vroccediZJ /fZ’rnd the 60stsGf conducting the necessary legal 
IT nl J,i !ndu(hnG C0l,rt costs, trustee’s commissions and legal 

the i ■ Z! tafeS’Z nny’ hllVe been pnid in ful1' ihen thc balance of 
IMid o fr tn (th Z r,emaZln°!n !he, hnndS 0f the trustee «h(M he paid over to the legal entity who had record title to such cemetery 
oijurial ground in its entirety, subject to the burial rights vdrich 

m l! fd f!>antedJh[ r?m' (JS disclosed by the Land Records of Balti- 
Z-ouvd f ; tZmen Z/ hltPn0r fi° the ?0le of such cemetery or burial 
% ‘n\ 

J,t f said trustee as hereinbefore provided, f ree, clear and discharged of and f rom, any and all claims of any lot owners or other 

ZrZZ%!nrZf reStJnZCh cemeterV or burial ground or the hind or property contained therein, regardless of whether they man be 

ivhethpr
athOp7,0m<l1 Ioto

1
wn.ers or heirs 0'' assignees and regardless of uhi the, they are residents, non-residents, adults, infants or other 

peisohD under any legal incapacity. Any decree, or order passed in 

exrZlrZVr i an? Zf 0r 0thcr c^yancing instrument 
talhl Z JZZiJ'A ° Vf er the provis,°ns of this section shall be 
laUd 1° pas>> f,0/7

he Purchaser or purchasers of any such cemetery or 
bvnal ground the title to all land and property contained thZZ 
//<<'. char and discharged of, and from, any and all claims of the 
legal entity who owned such cemetery or burial ground in its entirety 

ZtrZuZn1 hn0r- fhe sale °f1
snch cemcterv Or burial ground by o trustee as hereinbefore provided, its. his or their heirs, personal 

repi esentatires, successors or assigns, and of, and from, any and all 
claims of any lot owners or other persons in interest in such cemetery 

Zf Zh ffZTZ °r theland or Property contained therein, regardless of whether they may be entitled as original lot owners or heirs or 

ZZlZZZ i Ve!,ardless °f whether they are residents, non-residents dts, infants or otjier persons under any legal, incapacity, and free 
clear and discharged of any proclaimed or actual use or appropriation 

hnrhA'Z1'071*0! anu hnf °r vroperty contained in such cemetery or burial ground for burial purposes. y 

■JZZJZZZ fUrlh7 emcted’ That an>- and all laws and anv 
+h t U which are inconsistent with the provisions of this Act are hereby repealed to the extent of any such inconsistency 

this Act.hereby decIared not t0 be applicable to the provisions of 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in case it be iudiciallv 
determined that any word, phrase, clause, item, sentence 'or para^ 
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°r thlS Ar\’ °lthe aPPlication thereof to anv person or eircura- 
suXS-ovis,Wff’ h6 remamin^ Provisions and the application of 
thpl . fa f to,ot}er Pers°ns or circumstances shall not be affected 
3;^%LeglSlat‘Le

1
branch of the State of dryland hereby de- 

Act MfL a,f rhuey Wouid have enacted the remaining provisions of this !thoi.lt ^e word, phrase, clause, item, sentence or paragraph, 
or the application thereof, so held invalid. K p ’ 

T, ®fC,- 4- 4”^ be H further enacted. That this Act shall take effect •J one i, 

Approved April 10, 1957. 

CHAPTER 631 

(House Bill 608) 

ATiiCU°/T^a?d re-enact, with amendments, Section 550 of 
J Cpde e.il’nhlic Local Laws of Baltimore County (Lbw Ed it, on), tide Revenue Authority”, sub-title “Trust In- 
denture . to permit the Baltimore County Revenue Authority to 

itgage parking facilities constructed, owned and operated by it. 

Segtkin 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland 
That Section 550 of Title 32 of the Code of Public Local Laws of 
Baltimore County (1955 Edition), title “Revenue Authority”, sub- 
title Trust Indenture be and the same is hereby repealed and 
re-enacted, with amendments, to read as follows: 

550. (Trust Indenture). The Authority is hereby authorized, in 
its discretion, to secure any revenue bonds, certificates or other 
evidence of indebtedness issued to provide funds for the purchase 
acquisition, construction or improvement of any project or proiects 

> a trust indenture by and between the Authority and a corporate 
trustee, \vhich may be any trust company or bank having the powers 

a.^ras*: company within or outside the State. At any one time, 
the Authority may in its discretion, be a party to one or more of such 
tiust indentures, if revenue bonds have been issued to finance more 
than a single project as defined in this sub-title. Such trust indenture 
or indentures may pledge or assign all revenues to be received -from 
any project or projects but shall not convey or mortgage the project 
or an.v part thereof, except that the Authority may mortgage any 
parking facilities, as stich facilities are defined in Sub-section U of 
Section 5U3 of this Title, or any part thereof to further secure any 
revenue bonds, certificates or other evidences of indebtedness issued 
to provide funds for the purchase, acquisition, construction or im- 
provement of any such parking facilities. Either the resolution pro- 
viding for the issuance of revenue bonds or such trust indenture or 
indentures may contain such provisions for protecting and enforcing 
the rights and remedies of the bondholders as may be reasonable and 

Explanation: Italics indicate new matter added to existing law. 
[Brackets] indicate matter stricken from existing law. 
CAPITALS indicate amendments to bill. 
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